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Cases Reported this Week. 


Hutchinson, Re. Carter v. Hutchinson 
Jarrett, Re. Re Vrenegroor. Bird v. Green 
Jenkyne v. Southampton Steam Packet Co 
Martin and Others vy. Eccles Corporation 
Musgrove v. Pandelis and Another 

Walter Charles Yates (Deceased), In the Estate of 
Woodall vy. Pear! Assurance Co. (Limited) 


(Limited) 


Current Topics. 


Regimental Association and 


The inns of Court 
Re-settlement. 
We Have pleasure in calling attention to the statement on 
another page of the work of the Inns of Court Regimental 
Association. The Inns of Court O.T.C. has rendered great 
service during the war in the training of men as officers, and 
those interested in it can congratulate themselves that its 
»bject has been attained. There is now the further object of 
restoring to civil life officers whose careers have either been 
interrupted or stopped on the threshold, and this the Inns of 
Court Regimental Association is engaged in assisting 


Women as Lawyers. 

Tue Barristers and Solicitors (Qualification of Women Bill 
bas been read a second time in the House of Lords We 
reprint elsewhere from the Times the report of the debate, 
irom which it will be sé#n that the Lord Chancellor has become 
t convert to the measure, and there was no opposition. The 
Government propose to give facilities for the Bill in the House 
»f Commons. We gather that the Benchers of the Inns of 
Court—whom Lord BrrKENHEAD described as not “ avid ’’ of 
the innovation—are to be consultetl as to details, and we print 
sisewhere a notice of a special general meeting of the Law 
Society for the 28th inst. to consider the attitude of solicitors 
te the Bill. Our readers can judge for themselves what chance 
there is under existing conditions of resisting it swecessfully in 
the House of Commons, even if it were still desirable to retain 
the sex bar in the profession 


The New Lord Justice 

Tue vacancy in the Court of Appeal, which was created a‘ 
the end of the last Long Vacation by the promotion of Lord 
STERNDALE, then Sir W1itt1am Pickrorp, to be President of the 
Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, has been filled by 
the appointment of Mr. Justice Atkix. The appointment 
was anticipated in some quarters several months ago—even so 
far as to receive announcement in part of the Press. But, 
while we have no doubt that Mr. Justice ATKIN will be a com- 
petent member of the Court of Appeal, we have no hesitation 
in saying that the appointment should have gone to a judge 

22 








\L & WV 


“Mar. 15, 1919 


REKLY REPORTER 





348 THE SOLICITORS RN 





of the Chancery Division, partly on the ground that the 
equality of the two Divisions in manning the Court of Appeal 
has been the proper and recognized rule, and still more on 
the ground that there has been a specia) reason, apparent in 
the de facto constitution of the Court for the last six months 


and even earlier, why such an appointment should have been 


made It is unnecessary for us to put the matter more speci- 
fically, but we hope the appropriate appointment 1s only 
delayed 


The New Judge 

Tue vacancy in the King’s Bench Division, occasioned by 
the promotiot Mr. Justice Arkin, has been filled by the 
«ppointment of Mr. Greer, K.t Mr. Greer, who was 
called to the Bar in 1886. became a member of the Northern 
Circuit, and did not come to London till 1907. He took silk 
in 1910 It perhay safe to say that his selection was 
quite unexpected ; but ‘in the King’s Bench Division the area 
of selection is not wide at present, and no doubt the new 
Judge will justify his app intanent Incidentally we may 


remark that had the 


Chancery Div 


position would have been more nu! 
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with to the 
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have weighed 


Restriction of Rent and Mortgage Interest. 


Tae Bru further amending the Increase of Rent and Mort 
gage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, to which we 
shortly referred last week, has been amended in Committee 
in some import int points, notably it duration, the limit of 
rent for houses n« brought within these measures, and, pos- 
sibly, the date to which it is made retrospective as regards the 

le of house The Bill. as introduced. by clause 1 extendea 
the Act of 1915 and the amending Acts until the expiration of 
one vear from the termination of the war For this uncertain 
date Michaelmas, 1920. has been substituted. The Bill. by 

lause 4, extended the Act to houses in the Metropolitan 


Police District » the 


unnual amount of the standard rent 
and the rateable value did not excéed £55, in Scotland £48, 
and elsewher £42 | e figures are altered to £70, £60 
and £52 respect But under clause 2 an increase of rent 
of 10 per cent. for the extended period is allowed, subject to 
certain conditior These conditions have been strengthened 
so as to exclude. vy understand, any increase of rent for in- 
sanitary premise The Bill contains a number of variations 
of the Act of 1915 and the amending Act of 1918, but any 
attempt to understand its exact effect is not practicable till 
it has reached its final form—in particular as regards ita 
retrospective operation Under clause 8 it is to be construed 
as one with the Act of 1915. and the omission here of anv 
reference to the Act of 1918 may. unless remedied. cause 
trouble The limits now accepted as to the duration of the Act 
and as to rents inded on no principle. but that seems to 
be admitted Clause 3, under which morteage interest for the 
extended period may be raised by 4 per cent. per annum, was 
not altered in Committee Next week we hope to print the 
measure either as an Act or in a sufficiently final form to be 


useful 


The Air Navigation’Act, 1918 


WE NoTIcED recently (ante, p. 222) the re port of the Civil 


Aerial Transport Committee, and the general rules as to’ legal 
rights and liabilities in respect of air n ivigation which the 
report foreshadowed The advent of practical civil air naviga- 
tion appears to have come too quickly ‘for iny such comprehen 
sive statute to be passed, though there is a foundation for it 
in the draft.Aerial Navigation Bill of 1913. and as a tem 
porary measure the Air Navigation Act, 1918. has been 
passed. This is supplementary to the Aerial Navigation Acts 


of 1911 and 1913, the former of which was intended to pro- 
tect the public against. dangers arising from the navigation of 


aircraft, and enabled orders to be made prohibiting flying 





| be safe to leave it with him. 
would take care of the luggage and put it into the train. 


JOURNAL, 54) 


craft to be made for the purposes of the defence and safety of 
the realm. The present Act confers power on a Secretary of 
State to make orders regulating air navigation over the 
British Islands and the adjacent territorial waters, and in par- 
ticular as to the licensing of pilots and other persons; as to 
the registration, identification and inspection of aircraft; and 
as to the conditions under which aircraft may be used for 
carrying passengers, goods or mails; and all matters con- 
nected with air navigation are placed under the jurisdiction 
of the Air Council. The question of liability of owners and 
navigators of aircraft is not touched upon. On this we may 
Unless the Legis. 
lature makes some rules to govern the matter, very interesting 
questions are likely to arise in the courts. In the meantime 
the risks attaching to air navigation are engaging the atten- 
tion of the insurance world, and we print on another page a 
notice of the formation of the Aviation Insurance Association. 


refer to our observations anfe, P 222. 
: 


Excess Profits Duty and Net Profits. 
Tue decision of Youncer, J., in Patent Castings Syndicate 
v. Etherington (Times, 11th inst.) adds another to the list 


of cases—all with one exception in the Chancery Division 
in which judges have differed on the question whether, in 


ascertaining the net profits of a company, excess profits duty 
is first to be deducted. Mr. Justice PeTrerson began the 
series with Collins v. Sedgwick (1917, 1 Ch. 179), in which 
he distinguished excess profits duty from income-tax, on the 
ground that the former is a liability of the company, while 
the latter is a liability of the shareholder—paid, it may be, 
by the company by deduction from his dividends, but none 
the less a burden upon ium individually: see Attorney- 
lshton Gas Company (1904, 1 Ch. 621; 1906, 
Accordingly, excess profits duty is an outgoing 
be deducted from gross profits before the net 
profits are arrived at And Peterson, J., gave a similar 
decision in Re (1917, 1 Ch. 639; 61 SoxicrTors’ 
Journa, 445) But a different view was taken by Eve, J., 
in Wihams, Hollins, & Co. v. Paget (1917, 1 Ch. 187; 61 
Soxicirors’ Journa., 170); by Rowtatt, J., in Thomas v, 
Hamlyn d& Co, (1917, 1 K. B. 527); and by Nevitte, J., in 
8S. J. & E. Fellows v. Corker (1918, 1 Ch. 9; 62 Sorscrrors’ 
There seems, however, no reason to doubt that 
the reasoning of Peterson, J., was correct; and Youncer, J., 
has followed it in the present Hence, where an 
employee was to receive a commission on net profits, excess 
profits duty was {p be deducted before arriving at the profits 
on which commission was payable 


General We 
A. C. 10) 


which must 


Condran 


case. 


Railway Passengers’ Luggage. 

Ir 1s now many years since the case of the Great Western 
Rat way v. Bunch (13 App. Cas. 31) was decided by the House 
of Lords, but it is still a leading authority with regard to lost 
luggage, as we are reminded by the recent case of Soanes v 
London and South-Western Railway (ante, p. 318), where it 
was discussed and followed. 


It is one of the many instances 
»} S 
Ww 


ich shew how great results from little causes spring, and 
how a trivial county court dispute may lead to protracted liti 
gation culminating in an important decision of the House of 
Lords. The facts were very simple 
Paddington forty minutes 
travel by started. 


articles of luggage. 


A passenger arrived at 
before the train she intended to 
She had with her a handbag and two other 
A porter labelled the two articles and took 
all the luggage to the platform, the train not then being at the 
platform. The passenger then said she wished the bag to be 
put into the carriage with her, and asked the porter if it would 
He replied that it would, and he 
sie 
then went to get her ticket, and ten minutes after she had 
left the luggage she returned and found that the two labelled 
articles had been put into the van of the train, but the porter 
and the bag had disappeared. In the county court the pas 
senger recovered against the company £18. In the Divisional 
Court judgment was given for the defendants. In the Court 


of Appeal the majority of the Court reversed the decision of 


—— [ee 
over prescribed areas; and the-latter enabled orders as to air. ~ 
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Sthe Divisional Court, and the House of Lords upheld their 

Hdecision. In none of the three superior courts was the judg- 

S ment unanimous. The ground of the decision was that the 
company was responsible for luggage delivered to their servant 

) for the purpose of transit provided the passenger was actually 
prosecuting his journey. The principle seems to be firmly 
established, notwithstanding the diversity of opinion on the 
point ; but it is obvious that the question whether a 
actually prosecuting his journey is an open one, to be deter- 
mined with reference to the circumstances of each case Forty 
minutes may not be too long at any rate if, as in Bunch’s case, 
it is holiday time with crowded traffic ; but an hour was held in 
Welch v. London and North-Western Rail vay (34 W. R. 166) 
to break the transit. As matters stand, therefore, it would 
seem that Bunch’s case does not afford any great protection to 
the unwary passenger. 


Liability for Damage by Fire. 
. Accorpine to Lord Denman, C.J 
(11 Q. B. 347, 344), it was ‘‘ the 
gustom, of England that a person in 
originated, which afterwards neighbour 
property and destroyed it, must make good But 
this was too heavy a burden to place upon householders, and 
it was mitigated by section 86 of the Fires Prevention (Metro 
polis) Act, 1774—the only section of the statute which sur- 
vives—which provided that no action should le ‘‘ against any 
person in whose house . . . or other building, 
whose estate’’ any fire should ‘‘ accidentally begin 
any law, usage or custom to the contrary notwithstanding.’’ 
The effect of the word ‘‘ accidentally ’’ was considered in 
Pilliter v. Phippard (supra), and it was held that it must be 
taken not to include the case of fire caused by negligence, 
whether of the householder or his servant, although in strict 
fess the word “‘ accidental ’’ 
distinction to wilful, and so the same fire 
mcidentally and be the result of negligence.”’ 
¥. Pandelis (reported elsewhere), in which the Court of 
Appeal have just affirmed the decision of Lusn, J. (1919, 
1K B. 314), the defendant was the occupier of a garage ove 
Which the plaintiff had furnished rooms, and a servant of the 
defendant was sent to clean a motor-car kept in the garage. 
In order to move it into a convenient position he started the 
@gine, and from some unexplained cause the petrol in the 
farburettor caught fire. Had he been skilled in the manage 
Ment of a motor-car he could at once have stopped the fire; 
but he omitted to take the proper steps, and in fact the fire 
Spread to the body of the car and thence to the building 
Lusu, J., found that the servant was negligent. and that the 
Ratute did not apply. Consequently the defendant was 
liable, and, as just stated, the Court of Appeal have agreed 
With this result. It involved, however, the taking of a some 
What subtle distinction between the original fire—the spark 
Which ignited the and the burning petrol which, 
being unchecked, really caused the damage The former 
appears to have been accidental, but the resulting fire which 
did the damage was the result of negligence. The Court held 
that the statute would not exonerate the defendant unless 
B applied to this latter fire, and such application was ex- 
Guded, on the principle of Filliter v. Phippard (supra), by 
the servant's negligence jut, apart from this, it appears to 
have been considered that a motor-car is a dangerous thing to 
bring upon premises, and that, whether the case was other- 
Wise within the statute or not, the defendant was bound, on 
principle of Rylands v. Fletcher (L. R. 3 H. L 
Marantee the safety of the neighbouring premises 
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Age of Youthful Criminals. 

Ix maxy statutes relating to criminal offences 
mae Children Act, 1908, the principle lied of differen 
mat treatment with respect to punishment according as the 
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that a tree branch on a country road sweeps over the top of an 
omnibus; it is necessary to prove (1) that the danger of 
colliding with branches was serious; (2) that the driver had 
notice of it or ought to have had notice of the danger; and 
(3) that he omitted to exercise reasonable care in order to 
avoid it. The onus of proving each and all of these condi- 
tions precedent to liability was on the plaintiff, and she had not 
discharged it. On the whole, this seems sound doctrine; but 
the rule of res ‘psa loquitur was intended to apply to accidents 
which are likely to occur in certain circumstances, although the 
proof of actual negligence is almost impossible; and perhaps 
the learned Judge hardly made enough of this. 














Nuisance by Estoppel. 

Bur tHe second point in 7rinder's case (supra) had to be 
based on a daring argument. Ofcourse, the owner of land whose 
trees overhang a neighbour’s property, and there do actual 
damage, is liable in nuisance: Lemmon v. Webb (1895, A. C. 
1); the injured party can always abate the nuisance; and he 
can sue if the damage can be proved to have really occurred 
and not to be merely probable: Smith v. Giddy (1904, 2 K. B. 
448). But the company did not own the land or the trees: 
it had merely—as one of the public at large using the road— 
abated the nuisance from time to time by cutting the trees. 
So this ground of action does not seem promising. But the 
plaintiff hit upon a brilliant subtlety. It was urged that the 
company’s action in lopping branches shewed knowledge on 
their part that there was a nuisance to the road, and estopped 
them from denying (1) that the trees were dangerous to pas- 
sengers on the top of their buses, and (2) that they were in 
control of the dangerous property. Of course, if those two 
points can be established, the company would be liable unless 
they could shew that they had taken all reasonable precautions 
either to remove the obstruction or to give the passenger notice 
of the trap. But such a novel estoppel did not commend itself 
to the learned Judge, who refused to see any evidence of the 
nuisance or the negligence alleged 





The Conversion of Houses into 


Flats. 


We gather, from the prominence given in the daily Press 
to the case of Day v. Waldron (Times, 11th inst.), before 
Avony, J., that the question of the right of the lessee of a 
private dwelling-house to re-arrange it internally and convert 
it into flats has aroused considerable interest, but this is 
rather on account of the popular concern just now about 
housing accommodation than by reason of any doubt as to the 
legal points involved. The defendant was lessee of a dwelling- 
house, No. 31, Brechin-place, Brompton, London, under a 
lease which contained the following covenants : 

(1) That the lessee shal] not érect or suffer to be erected upo 
iny part of the ground any walls other than such as are now 
erected, and shall not divert from their original construction ot 
application any of the walls or make any alteration in the arrange 
ment or appearance of the said messuag* and premises without 
the previous written consent of the lesser. 

(2) That the lessee shall not use the said messuage or permit 


the same to be used for the purpose of any business, but shall 
inhabit and use the same as a private dwelling-house or for a 
professional residence or for a private school only. 


(5) That the lessee shall not do or permit any act in or upon 
the said premises which shall or can be or grow to be a nuisance 
or injury to the lessors or the owners or occuniers of the neigh 
bouring messuages or any of them 

The defendant had, without any consent of the lessor, by 
certain internal structural alterations begun in October, 1917, 
converted the house, which previously had been used only as 
* private dwelling-house, into a self-contained maisonnette on 
the ground floor and basement, and into three self-contained 
flats on the floors above, and had sublet these to different 
tenants, who were in occupation at the date of the issue of the 
writ. The alterations included the erection of partition-walls, 
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and the blocking of doorways and the substitution of other 


doorways in different itions. It was contended that the 
first covenant, in forbidding alterations in the arrangement 
or appearance of the premises, applied only to externa! altera- 
tions. But obviously this would be a very forced construc- 
tion of the word ‘‘ arrangement,’’ and the learned Judge did 
not accede to it. And when once a breach of covenant was 
proved there was no option but to allow to the lessor his legal 
remedy of re-entry for forfeiture, subject only to such relief 
as the lessee could obtain under the Conveyancing Act, 1881; 
and one condition of such relief is that the breach shall be 
made good. 

There is, of course, a great distinction between the liability 
of a lessee for waste and his liability under an express 
covenant against the alteration of the premises. The doc- 
trine of waste applies where there is no express covenant, and 
in general it is waste for the lessee to change the nature of 
the thing demised: Darcy v. Askwith (Hob. 234); West Ham 
Central Charity Board v. East London Waterworks Co. (1900, 
1 Ch. 624). But the strict rule has been modified in favour 
or what is known as meliorating waste, and the court will 
not interfere to prevent a change in the nature of the premises 
which in fact is an improvement of the premises and does no 
damage to the reversioner. ‘‘ The erection,’’ said JEsseEL, 
M.R., in Jones v. Chappell (20 Eq., p. 541), of buildings 
upon land which improve the value of land is not waste. In 
order to prove waste you must prove an injury to the inheri- 
tance.’’ And on the same principle a covenant to manage a 
farm in a husbandlike manner has been held, in the case of 
a farm near London, not to forbid its conversion into a 
market garden: Meux v. Cobley (1892, 2 Ch. 253). 

Thus, if the present case had had to be considered on the 
general doctrine of waste, there might have been a good deal 
to be said in favour of the conversion of the premises into 
flats as being really for the convenience of persons in London. 
But the powers of the court are much more limited when it 
has merely the task of interpreting and enforcing an express 
covenant. The leading authority for this disfinction’ is 
Doherty v. Allman (3 App. Cas. 709), where such a covenant 
did not exist. The lessee had converted corn stores into 
dwelling-houses of much greater value, and in allowing this 
as a case of meliorating waste Lord Cairns, C., said: ‘If 
there had been a negative covenant I apprehend, according 
to well-settled practice, a court of equity would have had 
no discretion to exercise. If parties, for valuable considera- 
tion, with their eyes open contract that a particular thing 
shall not be done, all that a court of equity has to do is to 
say, by way of injunction, that the thing shall not be done; 
and in suk case the injunction does nothing more than give 
the sanction of the process of the court to that which already 
is the contract between the parties.’’ It follows, in the 
present case, that when once it was decided as a matter of 
construction that the conversion of the premises from s 
private dwelling-house to flate was a breach of the covenant 
against altering their arrangement, the court had no option 
except to allow re-entry for forfeiture. It was also held, on the 
authority of Rogers v. Hosegood (1900, 2 Ch. 388), to be 4 


| breach of the covenant to use as a private dwelling-house. 


In that case a conveyance of a plot of building land contained 
a covenant that no more than one messuage or dwelling-house 
should be erected on the plot. It was held that the covenant 
forbade the erection on the plot of a block of buildings to be 
occupied as residential flats. 

The fact that the owner of land and buildings can himself 
determine the character of the neighbourhood in which they 
are situate is from some points of view open to criticism. 
Equally it would be open to criticism if occupiers could, o! 
their own mere will, change the scheme for the neighbourhood 
under+which they entered into occupation. In the future ! 
may be that the determination of these questions will be with 
a public authority; but under the existing system there * 
really no alternative to enforcing, as was done in the present 
case, the contract between the parties. 
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Limitation Statutes and the Fee 
Simpie. 


Since the Statutes of Limitation do in effect, though not in 
theory, operate in a prescriptave manner by conferring titie on 
the person in possession (ante, p. 299), the question arises: 
W hat 1s the nature of the title and estate thus gained by length 
of possession? Unless the quantity of estate is limited by the 
claim of the possessor himself, or the circumstances under 
which possession has been taken, the estate claimed, and if 
the claim is valid admitted to be vested in the possessor, is 
usually an estate in fee simple. Statements to this effect are 
to be tound in text-books dealing with the subject, but judges 
rarely commit themselves, in reports of decided cases, to the 
definite statement that a title gained by length of possession 
and protected by the Statutes of Limitation is an estate in fee 
simpie. In Scott v. Vixon (1843, 3 Dr. & War. 388, 405) Lord 
Sr. Leonarps does say in so many words that ‘‘ after the 
proper period of limitation has passed, the legal fee simple is in 
the party who has been in possession during that period ”’ ; but 
such a definite pronouncement is exceptional, and the fact that 
Lord Sr. Leonarps’ view, as expressed in this and other 
cases, of the estate of the former owner being actually trans- 
ferred to the new owner has been held unsound, has tended to 
lessen the authority of his opin.on expressed in Scott v. Nixon: 
see Tichborne v. Weir (1892, 4 Reports, 26; 67 L. T. 735). 
The expression preferred by the courts in referring to titles 
by possession is ‘‘statutory title.’’ Occasionally the 
phraseology of a judgment seems to be framed deliberately for 
the purpose of avoiding any admission that the estate of the 
person in possession is a fee simple. Thus in one of the 
Canadian cases on this subject (/redale v. Loudon, 40 Can. 
8. C. R. 313) the possessor is said to have ‘‘ a title recognized 
by law and the right to use the premises for all lawful pur- 
poses.’’ In another Canadian case an enumeration ana ex- 
amination of authorities was entered on with a view to deter- 
min:ng ‘‘ whether or not a person by mere length of possession 
can under any circumstances acquire a positive title in fee 
simple in the lands occupied,.as distinguished from a merely 
impregnable defensive point of vantage from which he is able 
to ward off and defeat each possible attack as it arises ’’: 
Re Anderton (1908, 8 West. Law Reporter, 319), in an 
Alberta court of first instance. It is remarkable that the 
judge in this Alberta case, though deciding that a positive title 
had been acquired sufficient for purposes of recognition of 
title, yet so far ‘‘ hedged ’’ (if the expression may be per- 
mitted) as to hold that a possessor obtains ‘‘ ar estate or 
interest in the land which ough*+ to be treated exactly as if it 
had originated in a grant from the Crown, and as if it were 
a technical estate in fee simple.’ 

Since an estate in fee simple at law (as distinguished from an 
equitable fee or a power) is not always essential for purposes 
of registration of title, cases that decide in favour of an 
applicant for first or initial registration having sufficient title 
do not necessarily decide the question that length of possession 
confers a — fee simple. The courts do, however, in such 
cases not unfrequently lay down distinctly the proposition that 
the estate of the possessor is a fee simple; and instances of this 
are more commonly found in the Australian reports. Thus, 
where ‘‘ estate or interest by possessory title ’’ was claimed, it 
was said: ‘‘ That must be taken to mean that he claims in fee 
simple under a statutory title by possession ’’; and in another 
case it was said that an ‘‘ estate in fee simple ’’ might be 
claimed either under a documentary title, or ‘‘ under a statu- 
tory title by possession ’’: Re Cooper and Re Spencer (1904, 
4 Stat. Rep. (N.S.W.), 470, 471). 


The judgments delivered by the Court of Appeal in Re 


Nisbet & Pott’s Contract (1906, 1 Ch. 386), go to greater 
lengths in disparaging the so-called ‘‘ squatter’s title,” and in 
typical passages this is described as “‘ such right as arises to a 
person who has been in possession of land under the Statute of 
| Limitations for the statutory period, with the result that the 
| title of the true owner was extinguished 


' (p. 399), and as 
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‘the statutory title acquired by the squatter’’ (p. 400). 
Great emphasis is laid on the merely negative effect of the 
Limitation Act, and nothing is said as to the “ squatter ”’ 
having gained a fee simple or any other estate in the land. 
This attitude of negation is off-set by the judgment of the 
Privy Council in Perry v. Clissold (1907, A. C. 73), where it 
is laid down that ‘‘a person in possession of land in the 
assumed character of owner, and exercising peaceably the 
ordinary rights of ownership, has a perfectly good title against 
all the world but the rightful owner,’’ and when the rightful 
owner's title is extinguished by the Statute of Limitations 
‘* the possessory owner acquires an absolute title ’’ (p. 79). But 
even here not a word is said about the title of the ‘‘ possessory 
owner’ being or becoming an estate in fee simple. Under 
these circumstances, it is perhaps not surprising that in the 
Canadian case of Re Anderton (supra) some judicial doubt 
was expressed as to the title gained by length of possessory 
being ‘‘ a technical estate in fee simple.’’ Apparently the re- 
port of Perry v. Clissold was not availab!s when Re Anderton 
was decided, and Re Nishet & Pott’s Contract is referred to 
as throwing ‘‘ some doubt upon the position of the possessor ’’ 
(p. 326 of report). 

There cannot, however, be said to be any real doubt as to 
the ‘‘ position of the possessor ’’ after the former owner’s title 
is extinguished by the operation of the Statute of Limitations: 
see section 34 of the Act of 1833. The possessor has the fee 
simple in the land. Nay, more than this, if the possessor has 
been, as in most cases he is, a disseisor—a ‘‘ squatter '’—he has 
in himself a tortious fee simple which by the effect of the 
Statute of Limitations is converted into a rightful estate in 
fee simple. That a person who wrongfully obtained possession 
of the land and gained seisin of it, either by himself intruding 
or by taking a feoffment from a mere intruder, had a fee simple 
vested in him, is a fundamental principle of the whole law of 
tenure and possession of land as set forth by Bracton and 
LittLeton. The classical passages from Bracton are quoted in 
what has been called ‘‘ the celebrated note of Mr. Butter "’: 
Co. Litt. 3304. One quotation from LittteTon will suffice 
(section 519): ‘‘ Also, if I be disseised and confirm the estate 
of the disseisor, he has a good and rightful estate in fee simple, 
albeit in the deed of confirmation no mention be made of his 
heirs, because he had a fee simple at the time of the confirma- 
tion.’’ A disseisor, then, having already in himself a fee 
simple, albeit tortious, the Statute of Limitations, by ex- 
tinguishing the estate of the former owner, converts this 
tortious fee into a rightful one. The possessor then has, as 
stated by Lord St. Leonarps, the ‘‘ legal fee simple.”’ 

There seem to b two explanations of what might almost be 
called the astuteness of the courts shewn in avoiding the direct 
assertion that a ‘‘ squatter ’’ gets an estate in fee simple. One 
is that every case of possession ripening into title under the 
Limitation Acts is not a case of disseisin, for the possessor 
may be a tenant at will holding over after a year (section 7 of 
Act of 1833). In such a case the possessor has no estate in fee 
at all until a legal or rightful fée is vested in him by the 
extinguishment of the former owner's title in fee simple. The 
possibility of a merely inchoate title, not amounting even to 
a tortious fee, being at first in the possessor may have induced 
the adoption of the vaguer phraseology of ‘‘ statutory title ’’ 
to describe the title conferred by length of possession and the 
expiration of the statutory time limit. 

Another explanation is the doubt, reflected in the differences 
of judicial opinion on the subject, whether the estate of the 
former owner is transferred to the new owner, or whether the 
latter holds by an entirely new title Lord St. Leonarps con- 
sidered, that ‘‘ the statute has executed a conveyance to the 
party whose possession is a bar ’’: Scott v. Nixon (supra, at 
p. 407). But the accepted doctrine now is that laid down by 
the Court of Appeal in Tichborne v. Weir (supra), namely, 
that the former owner’s estate is not transf»rred or conveyed to 
the new owner, though the land has become his property. The 
estate of the former owner being extinguished and no definite 
intérest being conferred by the terms of the Real Property 
Limitetion Act, 1833, itself on the possessor, the indefinite 
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description of ‘‘ statutory title ’’ has come to be the customary 
description of the new owner’s estate 

The theory that the former owner’s estate is not transferred 
to the new owner seems to raise as many difficulties as the 
theory that the estate is transferred. That, however, does 
not affect the truth of the proposition that the possessor who 
possession by the bar of the Statute of 
Limitations has. in the ‘ial circumstances, a 
simple in the land. 
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Book of the Week. 

Income Tax. Income Tax Act, 1918, jeing a King’s 
Printer’s copy of the Act. Bound up with a copious Index, and 
Tables shewing where the corresponding sections of the repealed 
Acts are to be found in the Act of 1918 and wire versa. By F. G. 
Unpernay, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. The Solicitors’ Law Stationery 
Society. 6s. 6d. net, or by post, 7s. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


No. 1. 


FAILURE OF 
CLASS 


7th March 


SUCH 


CARTER +. HUTCHINSON 


Next-or-Kin On 
ASCERTAINING 


He HUTCHINSON 
WILL 


CLASS 
lime 


CONSTRUCTIO} 
['RUsTs FOR 

Ry will, me 185 the testator having settled hia residuary 
eatate in equal al ‘ upon hi three daughters their children, 
directed that, on the failure of the trusts of the re of hia eatate, 
such uld be held in trust for euch person or persons as on 
the failure / uch 4at should be | next-of-kin and entitled to 
his personal the Statute / Distributions The trusts 
the without ha ing had any 


and 
sidue 


residue al 


having fad the eat of daughters 


1eeUe, 
Hell, fk 


persons 


n of the testat 
who would have 
the failure of 
ng daughter in 1918 


r at 
been 
the 


1855, and not the 


deed 
th of 


immediate y after 


haa last 


survit 
rence, J athrmed 


, Ss 1) and Mortimer v. Slater (7 Ch. D 


Bullock 1 
322) applied 
Appeal by 


natiny summons 


from a decision of P. O. Lawrence, J., in 


to determine 


defendant 
& question of construction of a 
William Hutchinson, made his will in 1852, and 
only son ased him, and he left three 
ill he real and personal estate 
ment ot ce 
to his .wifs 
into three 


an ri 
will The 

died in 18 
daughter 

upon trust, aller pa 
i to pay the income 
death to divide the estate 
income of one-third to his 
remainder to her child or 
thirds settled in the 
Sarah and Fra 

daught« ara i the fai 
testator directed that the 
person or 


predece 
gave his residuary 
invest 


her 


rtain legaci« for conversion and 
during her life, and after 
and to pay the 
Elizabeth for her life, with 
children in equal shares The other two- 
manne= on the testator’s daughters 
limitations in default of issue of any 
the trusts thereinbefore declared the 
residue should be held in trust for such 
such trusts should be his next 
of-kin and entitled to his personal estate under the statutes for the 
distribution of intestate’s effects. The testator’s widow died in 1870. 
Elizabeth Hutchinson married, but died in 1898 without issue, and 
the two other daughters died unmarried, the last survivor of them, 
Sarah, in 19] P. O. Lawrence, J., held that the next-of-kin referred 
the persons who the next-of-kin at the time of the 
testator’s deata A defendant, who claimed through a brother of the 
him, uppealed, and contended that the class of 
ascertained at the death of the last tenant for 


the 


ment, an 
equal parts, 
daughter 
were same 
Ces A th crTroe 

ure of 
sail 
persons as on the failure of 


to were were 


who survive:l 


should be 


testator 
next-of-kin 
life in 1918 

Tue Covat dismissed the appeal 

Swinren Eapy, M.R., said that h»> could not donbrt that the 
struction which the learned Judge had placed upon the will was a 
and proper construction. In order to become entitled to 
participate in the residuary the failure of 
trusts, a person had to fulfil two conditions—he must be (1) one of 
the testator’s next-of-kin; (2) one of the entitled under the 
Statute of Distributions to the testator’s personal estate. Reading the 
will apart from any authority, the gift was one ‘“‘ to my next-of-kin 
and entitled under the Statute of Distributions,’"—i.e., the persons 
who would take in accordance with law if the testator died intestate 
The appellant sought to read the wil! as if the class to take was an 
artificial class—viz., the who would have been the testator’s 
next-of-kin if he had died on the day the previous trust failed, and 
no doubt by using apt words such an artificial class could be created ; 
but here it was not On the language of the will, without any other 
assistance, his lordship would have come to the conclusion to which 


con 


reasonable 


bequest upon previous 


pe reons 


persons 





But on the authorities it was clear that the Court was 
bound so to decide. In the leading case of Bullock v Downes 
(9 H. L. C. 1), where the words used were, ‘‘then entitled thereto in 
case I had died intestate,’ Lord Cranworth pointed out (p. 19) that 
the legates to take on the son dying without issue were not the 
persons who would have been entitled if the testator had then died, 
but those who would then be entitled if the testator, when he died, 
had died intestate. Mortimer v. Slater (7 Ch. D. 322) was to the same 
effect. James, L.J., said that, to satisfy the expression used, you must 
have a person who could shew a title under the Statute of Distribu 
tions, and the only persons who could shew such a title were the next- 
of-kin at the death of the testator, or their representatives. And 
Thesiger, L.J., divided the cases on the subject into three classes—- 
(1) where the word ‘‘ then ”’’ was attached to the description of the 
class; (2) where words of futurity, but without the adverb of time, 
were attached to the description of the class; (3) where the word 
“then ’’ was not attached to the description of the class, but was 
used to refer to the time when the estate was to come into being, as 
in Bullock v. Downes (supra). That case was affirmed in the House 
of Lords, as Mortimore v. Mortimore (4 App. Cas. 448). Another case 
which was closely analogous was Re Wison, Wilson v. Batchelor 
(1907, 1 Ch. 572), where the words used were “‘ such person or persons 
as on the death of my said nephew shall be entitled as my next-of-kin 
under the statute.’’ There was no authority for saying that on the 
language of the wil] the gift was one, not to ths testator’s next-of-kin, 
but to the persons who would have been his next-of-kin had he died 
than that on which he did die. The appeal would 


he did come 


it some other date 
be dismissed 

Scrutton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, referring to 
Gunday v. Pinniger (1 De G. M. & G. 502). He entirely agreed with 
Lord Cranworth, who observed in that case that it was exceedingly 
difficult, perhaps impossible, to reconcile all the cases on the subject. 
If it was desired to set up an artificial class, very clear language must 
be used, and solicitors who made testators’ wills had clear instructions 
how to do it 

Eve. J.. concurred.—Counsen, Jenkins, K.C., and H. S. Preston; 
Ward Coldrnidqe, K.C., and Sheldon; BE. W. Lavington. Soxtcrtors, 
Rose, Johnson & Hicks; Hawes, Wood & Ware; Farrar, Porter & Co 


[Reported by H. Laxevonp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


WOODALL v. PEARL ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.). No 2. 
2ist and 25th February. 

INSURANCE Poticy — ArBrrration Crtavse — CONSTRUCTION OF — 
ALLEGED MIS-STATEMENT IN Proposal. Form—AVERMENT THAT POLICY 
1s Vor or Disecrmnc Liasmiry unperR Contrract—CLAImM THAT 
ARBITRATION WAS CONDITION PRECEDENT TO ACTION 
The respondent was the widow of William Woodall, who in June, 

1911, insured against accident with the appellants for £625. He 

described himself in the proposal form as a ‘“‘ haulier and contractor; 

master working.’ In February, 1918, he was accidentally drowned, 
and the company in reply to the claim said he should have deacribed 
his occupation as that of a“ boatman,” i.e., a man who removed things 
by barge along the canale In an action on the policy by the widow 

the defendants pleaded (1) mis-statement as to occupation, and (2) 

the clause in the policy that no person should be entitled to bring any 

action on the policy except for the sum awarded under an arbitration, 
and that no such arbitration had taken place. 

Held, that the case came within Scott v. Avery (5 H. L. C. 811), and 
the plaintiff had no right of action under and until the amount due to 
her was ascertained by arbitration. 


Appeal by the defendant company from a judgment of Shearman, J., 
who tried the case at the Birmingham Assizes. The facts sufficiently 
appear from the headnote. The policy provided, by clause 11, that ‘* if 
any question shall arise touching the policy or the liability of the com 
pany thereunder or the extent or nature of such liability . . . then 
the assured and all persons claiming through the assured may refer, 
and shall be bound if the company shall so require to refer, the same 
to arbitration . under the Arbitration Act, 1889 / no 
person shall be entitled to bring or maintain any action or proceeding 
on this policy except for the sum awarded under such arbitration 
Shearman, J., found that the deceased had not misdescribed his occu 
pation, and on the point whether clause 11 was a provision merely as 
to procedure or one in which the right to bring an action depended 
upon the result of the arbitration, as in Scott v. Avery (5 H. L. C. 
811), held that it was on all fours with the case of Jureidini v 
National British, &c., Insurance Co. (Limited) (1915, A. C. 499), and 
accordingly entered judgment for the plaintiff. The defendants ap 
pealed. The question argued was whether the appellants, by refusing 
to pay unless and until the extent and nature of their liability had 
previously been decided by arbitration, had thereby elected to avoid 
the contract altogether, in which case the plaintiff could clearly issue 
her writ and proceed to trial ; or did they merely state on the terms 1” 
the contract that until differences were settled by arbitration no action 
could be maintained against the company on the policy. 

sankes, L.J., after dealing with the facts, said he agreed with the 
learned Judge that on the evidence there was no foundation for the 
suggestion made by the appellants that the description of the deceased 
man’s occupation was incorrect, and he thought the company had all 
the information as to his employment which they reasonably required 
to have before issuing the policy. The company’s contention, that they 
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—— 
were entitled as a defence to this action to say that the plaintiff hag! 
no cause of action at all unless the dispute between herself and the 
company was first dealt with by an arbitcator and an award made, 
raised two questions: one as to the construction of the policy, and 
the other, on the point dealt with by Shearman, J., as to whether this 
case was on all fours with the case of Jureidini (supra) in the House of 
Lords. The first question was whether, under clause 11 of the policy, 
the language was such as to give the same effect to the clause as was 
given to the clause in Scott v. Avery (supra), or whether the clause was 
merely one in which the parties had agreed to co to arbitration without 
more, in which case it would be discretionary in the Court to stay any 
proceedings, and the fact that an action was brought would not entitle 
the insurance company to set up as a defence that the plaintiff had 
no cause of action Che clause was expressed in somewhat unusual 
terms It was, however ontended for the appellants that the clause 
was in substance the same, or ought to have the same effect given to 
it, as was given to the clause in Scott v. Avery. For the respondent 
the contrary construction was contended for His lordship’s view 
of the clause was that, assuming the company claimed arbitration, 
they were not only entitled to require the other party to go to 
arbitration, but the clause did, in terms, provide that the other party 
should have no cause of action except for the sum awarded under such 
arbitration. Even so, counsel for the responient contended that the 
clause came within section 4 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, which gave 
to the Court a discretionary power to stay proceedings, and that those 
words ought to have such weight given to them as to prevent the later 
words in the clause being read as constituting a clause equivalent to the 
clause in Scott v. Avery. His lordship could not take that view. He 
thought the words in this eleventh clause of the policy were so plain 
and distinct that it was impossible to put that construction upon thé 
clause, and that it must be read as providing that, in the event of 
the company requiring arbitration, the award of the arbitrator 
must be a condition precedent to any right of action of the assured 
This view raised the further question as to whether Shearman, J 

was right in his view that this case was governed by Jurridini’s case 
He thought not. The point turned entirely on the true view of the 
attitude of the company, taken by their representative, Mr. Clark, 
before the action was commenced Thera was a clear distinction 
recognised between a case where a person or an insurance company 
repudiated a contract, in the sense that it disputed the existence of 
anv binding contract at all—that was Jureidini’s case—and repudiating 
any liability under the contract, but accepting the existence of the con 
tract as a binding contract An example of the latter was to be found 
in the case of Stehbding v Liverpool and London and Globe Insurance 
Co. (1917, 2 K. B. 433). . Under which class did the present case fall 

He thought Mr. Clark had taken up the position that, there being a 
dispute between the parties, he was entitled by the contract to require 
the plaintiff to go to arbitration. He thought that the learned Judge 
was wroxg in thinking that this amounted to an averment that there 
was no binding contract at all: The determination on the part of 
Mr. Clark to maintain his right to go to arbitration was entirely incon. 
sistent with the idea that he was contending that there was no binding 
contract between the parties. His lordship then considered the rule 
laid down respectively in the three cases above referred to, and held 
that in the present case the company’s contention that it fell within 
Scott v. Avery must be upheld. In the circumstances, the judgment 
appeated from would be set aside, and the appeal allowed on the 
question of the company’s right to insist on arbitration 


Warrincron, L.J., and Duxr, L.J., gave judgment to the like effect 
In the result the appeal was allowed, without costs; judgment for 
the defendants in the action, with costs when taxed, subject to a 
direction of the Court as to a set-off.—Counset, for the appellants, 
Vachell, K.C., and Shakespeare; for the respondent, Psturnal, K.C., 
and £. W. Cave. Souscrrorns, J. M. Storer; Wellington Taylor, tor 
Homer d Son, Brierley Hill 


[Reported by Ensxrwe Rei, Barrister-at-Law.) 


MUSGROVE v. PANDELIS AND ANOTHER. No.2. 7th March. 


Firne—Insurny to Awnorner’s Property—Liapitiry—Derence THAT 
Fire ‘“ Acctpentatty Broan ’’—Fires PREVENTION (METROPOLIS) 
Act, 1774 (14 Gro. 3, c. 78), s. 86—NEGLIGENCE. 

A motor-car belonging to the defendants was garaged on the plan- 
tiff's premises. The defendants’ chauffeur, who was new to his work, 
had occasion to start the engine in order to move the car, as it was in 
such a position in the garage that he c wld not conveniently clean it 
When he turned the handle a flame shot up from the carburettor, and 
instead of turning off the flow of petrol he went into the yard to find 
a cloth to smother the flame with. When he returned the car had 
burst into flames, and the building wae damaged before the fire was 
put out In an action to recover damages caused by the fire to the 
garage, the defendants pleaded (inter alia) section 86 of the Fire Pre- 
vention (Metropolis) Act, 1774, which provided that no action should 
be maintained against any person in whose house, shop or other build- 
tng @ fire should “ accidentally begin.” 


Held, that the fire which caused the damage was the fire resulting 
from failure to shut off the flow of petrol and so check the spread of the 
fire, and as the defendants had brought on the premises-a thing which 
was liable to cause a fire, the fire did not begin *‘ accidentally '’ within 
Fletcher 


the meaning of the Act, and on the principle of Rylands v 








(L. R. 3 H. L. SW) the defendants were diable, whether their servant 
had been negligent or not 
Decision of Lush, J (reported 1919, 1 KX. B. 314), affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of Lush, J 
to recover 


, in an action 
damages for the negligence of a chauffeur, which 
was alleged to have caused a fire in a garage The facts suffi- 
ciently appear from the headnote His lordship held that, assuming 
the garage was the defendants’ building within the meaning of section 
86 ot the Fires Prevention Metropolis Act, 1774, the fire did not 
accidentally begin within the meaning of those words in section 86 
of the Act of 1774, and as the defendant had brought on the premises 
a thing which was liable to cause fire, the defendant was liable, whether 
his servant had been negligent or not A cordingly he gave judgment 
for the plaintiff. The defendants appealed 

Bankes, L.J., after dealing with the facts, said that, apart from 
the question of negligence, the defendant pleaded the statute of 
Geo. 3, which by section 86 provided that no action should be main- 
tained against a person in whose house or other building a fire should 
** accidentally "’ begin That section was passed to take the place of 
a section in almost identical terms in the statute of 6 Anne, « 31, 
Hefore the date when the earlier statute was passed, at common law 

person was liable if a fire started on his premises and caused damage 
to his neighbour. He might be liable merely if the fire started on his 
premises, or if it was due to his negligence, or was caused by his 
vilful act, or if it was within the principle of Rylands vy. Fletcher 
L R 5H L. 330 In Filliter v Phippard (11 Q B » at page 354), 
Lord Denman pointed out that the ancient law, or rather custom, of 
England appeared to have been that a person in whose house a fire 
originated, which afterwards spread to his neighbour's property, must 
make good the loss. It was against that principle of common law that 
the statute of Anne was directed But the alteration as to the liability 
of the person in whose house or other building a fire began by accident 
did not touch the other heads of common law liability. In Filliter’s 
case two of the other three heads were considered, and it was held 
that section 86 of the Act of Geo. 3 did not apply where a fire was 


jue to negligence or where it was lighted deliberately There still 
remained the question whether it altered the liability in a case which 
was ithin the principle of Rylands y. Fletch (xupr ! In Vaughan 
v. Menlove (3 Bing N.C 168), dex ided before Rylands vy. Fle tcher, 
linda Cc. referred to the rule of law Sic ufer fuo ut alcinum non 
leeda Rylands vy. Fletcher was merely an illustration of that old prin- 

ple Cherefore, if the present case came within the principle of 


Rylands vy, Fletcher, the statute of Geo. 3 did not apply Lush, J., 
decided on that ground that the statute was not a defente to the 


plaintiff's claim for damages; and, while he agreed with Lush, J.. that 
was enough to dispose of the present appeal, there was another point 
on which he also agreed with that learned Judge. That point was: 
what was the fire to which the statute referred’ As a matter of law 


it suld not be said that the statute contemplated anything else than 
thie fire which caused the damaye Could it be iid here that the spark 
which ignited the petrol, although it originated the fire, was the fire 
which caused the damage’ The fire which caused the damage was not 
the spark which ignited the petrol, and but for the negligence of the 
chauffeur would have been confined to the carburettor. It was the 
fire caused afterwards by the negligence of Coumas in not turning off 


the petrol. It was therefore a fire which was not accidentally caused 

at all Lhe appeal failed ‘ 
WARRINGTON and Duke, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect 

Appeal dismissed.—Cowunser, for the appellants, J. A. Hawke, K.C., 


and Zeffertt; for the respondent, J. 2B 
Soricrrors, H. A. Laurakes 


[Reported by Easarne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Vattheu a. iN C and Moyse 4. 
Ldmond O'Connor d: 





High ©ourt—Chancery Division, 
Re JARRETT. Ke VRENEGROOR. BIRD vo. GREEN. 
Sargant, J. id4th February. 


EXercise 
CONTRARY 


Power OF APPOINTMENT 
Revocation sy Copicit—Restpvary Bequest 
Vitis Act, 1837 (1 Vict., c. 20), s 27 
There ia no ground for inferring a “‘ contrary intention within sec- 
tion 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, which would prevent a residuary bequest 
jrom operating aa an execution 


Witt—Constrvucrion—GENERAI 
By Wi 
INTENTION 


/ a general testamentary power in the 
case where an appowntme nt jada through a subsequ nt revocation, any 
more than in a case where an appointment fails through the death of 
Accordingly, when it fails through a revocation, that 
‘contrary intention”’ within the meaning 


the appointe¢ 
alone w not evidence of a 
of the section. 


This was an originating summons taken out by trustees to determine 
whether a will and codicil passed with a residuary estate a certain 
fund, over which the testatrix had a general power of appointment. 
By the will of W. J. Jarrett his trustees were to set apart and invest 
a sum of £10,000 upon trust, to pay the income thereof to 
J. M. Green for her life, and after her death to hold the same upon 
such trusts as she should appoint by will or codicil, end in default of 
such appointment, and so far as such appointment did not extend in 
trust for the persons who would be at her desth her statutory next-of- 
kin in case she were to die intestate, domiciled in England, and a 
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widow. J. M. Green married Josephus Vrenegroor, and by her will 
recited the power and in exercise of it appointed that the trustees of 
the wil! of W. J. Jarrett should upon her decease hold the said sum 
ef £10,000 upon trust to convey the same to her husband for his own 
ese abswlutely, and as to the residue of her personal estate not other- 
wine disposed of, the testatrix bequeathed the same on trust for sale 
and conversion, and to divide the proceeds into four equal parts to be 
held upon trusts for four persons named. In 1916 the testatrix made 
@ codiri! to her will revoking the former bequests to her husband, and 
bequeathing to him the sum of £2 a week Shortly after this she 
died, and her hasband disputed the validity of the codicil in the 
Protea. Court A settlement was arrived at by which, subject to the 
reskinary bequest passing the £10,000 fund, it was agreed that out of 
such fom £1,000 should be paid to the husband, as well as the £2 a 
week, and the will and codicil were pronounced for. ‘This was a 
summons to determine whether the will and codicil passed the £10,000 
with the residuary estate. 

Sanaant, J., after stating the facts, said It is contended that, the 
appointment in favour of the testatrix’s husband having failed by the 
revocation contained in her codicil, there is a ‘‘ contrary intention ”’ 
within the meaning of section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, so as to 
prevent the residuar, bequest contained in the will from operating 
a6 an execution of the wife's general testamentary power. It was not 
diapated that if the appointment had failed by reason of the death 
of the appointee in the testatrix’s lifetime, and not by revocation, the 
residuary bequest would have operated as an execution of the power, 
end in my opinion there is no ground for inferring a contrary inten 
tion within the meaning of section 27 in the case where the appoint- 
ment fails through a subsequent revocation, any more than in the case 
where the appointment fails through the death of the appointee. I 
hold, therefore, that the residuary bequest operates as an execution of 
the power, and that the fund in question passes with the residuary 
estate of the testatrix to the four residnary legatees under the will.— 
Coonsm., Edward Beaumont; P. F. S. Stokes; Alexander Grant, K.C., 
and P. B. Lambert (for John Beaumont), A. £. Woodgate; G. M 
H ddyard FP. BR. Farrer Soricitrors, Church, Rendel, Bird ad Co., for 
Bird & Lovibond. Uxbridge: Percy Robinson &- Co.; Woodbridge & 
Sone; J. 8. Rhillips & Son; Farrer & Co 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.} 


MARTIN AND OTHERS rv. ECCLES CORPORATION. Younger, J. 
I4th, 15th and 16th January; 18th February. 


Epecation——Non-Provipep £CHOOL—REGULATIONS oF THE EDUCATION 
AvuTHoRITY—MANAGERS—DIsMIssAL oF ‘TKACHER—‘‘ EDUCATIONAL 
Grounps "—Epucation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), s. 7, suB-secTIOon 1 
(4) (9 @). 

The Education A uthority notified all managers and teachers in their 
area of a regulation as to teachers applying to them for permission for 
lenwe of absenor A teacher of a non-provided school obtained leave 
Of absence from her head master under circumstances of urgency without 
complying with the regulations of the Education Authority The 
Kducation Authority wrote to the managers to say that in consequence 
Of thas conduct they were not prepared to pay her salary after a certain 
date, and suggesteng that the managers should ask her to resign. This 
the managers did not do, and the Education Authority wrote to the 
managers to terminate her engagement on educational grounds under 
section 7 of the Education Act, 1902. The managers reyused, and the 
Kdacation Authority gave the teacher one month's notice. 

Held, (1) that the regulation was invalid, as the Education Authority 
had no right to interfere with the control of managers of non-provided 
achools in matters of management. 

(2) 7'4at no educational grounds for the dismiseal existed under section 
7 of the Bduaocation Act, 1902. 

Smith o. MavNally (1912, 1 Ch. 816), followed 

Young v. Cuthbert (94 L. 7. Rep.) distinguished. 

(5) That the managers had a good cause of action, notwithstanding 
section 7 (3) of the Educatson Act, 1902. 

Giflow ©. Durham County Council (1913. A. (. 57) applied. 

(4) What the notice of dismissal was invalid and inoperative. 

This Was an action commenced by a teacher and the managers of 
& wmm-provided school to restrain the defendants, the Education 
Anthority, from acting on a notive +o dismiss the teacher. The teacher's 
(Miss Martin’s) appointment was made by agreement with the mana- 
gers, and was subject to one month’s notice to terminate it. In January, 
1918, the defendants, through their Education Committee, issued a 
regulation which was notified to the managers, and to every teacher 
im the won-provided schools, as follows: “A teacher shall not be 
absent from school except from personal sickness without permission 
of the Education Committee given through the secretary. Teachers 
im non-provided schools must also obtain the consent of the managers.” 
Oa 25rd April Miss Martin received a telegram from a young soldier 
ta whom she was engaged, wishing her to meet him before he went 
qversees t France. The head master assented to her being absent, 
bat the secretary of the Education Committee subsequently wrote in 
May to the managers that, as Miss Martin, in absenting herself, had 
not complied with their regulation, they were not prepared to pay 
her salary after 3th June next, and suggested that the managers should 
ask her to resign. This the managers did not do, and the defendants 
ceased to pay her salary. In October the defendants, purporting to 
act wader section 7 of the Education Act, 1902, wrote to the managers 
directing them to terminate Miss Martin's engagement ‘‘ on educational 








grounds,” and saying that if they did not do so they would give her 
notice of dismissal. The managers refused to terminate her engagement, 
and on 31st October the defendants gave her one month's notice of 
dismissal. Hence this action. The plaintiffs submitted there were 
no educational grounds to justify the dismissal. The defendants con- 
tended that the “‘ educational grounds "’ existed in that Miss Martin's 
behaviour shewed her to be unsuitable for her post, and also that 
neither Miss Martin nor the managers had any right to sue. 

Youncer, J., in the course of a considered judgment, after stating 
the facts, said : This regulation is invalid. The Education Authority 
has no right to interfere with the control of the managers of a non 
provided school in matters of management, and no educational grounds 
for the notice of dismissal under section 7, sub-section 1 (a), of the 
Education Act, 1902, exist. Miss Martin and the managers are entitled 
to come to the court for relief, and Miss Martin has a good cause of 
action against the corporation : Smuth v. MacNally (106 L. T. Rep. 5). 
The managers’ cause of action is good, notwithstanding section 7 (3) of 
the Education Act, 1902 (see Gillow v. Durham County Council : 1913, 
A. C. 57). This notice of dismissal is invalid and inoperative.—Covn- 
sev, ('. J. Mathew, K.C., and A. A. Thomas; the Hon. Frank Russell, 
K.C., and Harman. Sorscrrors, Baker & Neirne; Sharpe, Pritchard, 
& Co., for Town Clerk, Eccles. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court——King’s Bench Divisior. 


JENKYNS v. SOUTHAMPTON STEAM PACKET CO. (LIM.). 
Div. Court. 18th Feb. 


Ram ways—Carriers—PersonaL Luccace—Evinence or Bai_Ment. 

The plaintiff, an officer in the Army, and an intending passenger by 
one of the defendants’ steamers, arrived at the steamer with a porter 
in uniform carrying a suit-case (the porter not being the defendants’ 
servant), and was allowed to pass the gangway by the company’s ser- 
vants. The porter then carried the luggage to and deposited it in the 
usual pluce in the bows, where the luggage was kept, and where the 
company's servants would themselves have taken it. On the journey the 
suit-cuse was lost. Amongst the articles in the suit-case were a revolver 
and a pair of binoculars, the latter having been borrowed by the 
plaintiff, and not his prope rty. 

Held, (1) that there was evidence that the suit-case wus placed in the 
company's charge, on which it could be found that the defendants 
became liable as conumon carriers; (2) that the revolver and binoculars 
were personal buggage. 

Macrow v. Great Western Railway Co. (1871, 19 W. R. 873; L. KR. 
6 Y. B. 612). 

Appeal from the Southampton County Court. The action was 
brought to recover damages for the loss of personal luggage belonging 
to the plaintiff. The county court judge gave judgment for the plain- 
tiff, and the company appealed against his decision. The plaintiff, 
an officer in the Army, was intending to travel from Southampton to 
Ryde ot a steamer belonging to the defendant company. When he 
arrived where the vessel lay he had some luggage with him, one of the 
articles being a suit-case containing some of his personal belongings, 
amongst them particularly a revolver and a pair of binocular glasses. 
On reaching the vessel a man in some sort of porter’s uniform offered 
to take his luggage on board, and the plaintiff engaged him to do so. 
This man and the plaintiff were passed over the gangway by the com 
pany’s servants, and they went aboard the steamer. The man was 
not in fact the company’s servant, but he took the luggage to the 
usual place on the lower deck in the bows, where the company’s ser* 
vants themselves would have taken it, and deposited it with the other 
luggage, which was in the company’s charge. On the arrival of the 
steamer at Ryde, after calling at Cowes, it was found that the suit- 
case had disappeared, some person having appropriated it. The 
defendant company admitted they were common carriers, and that 
there were no special conditions of contract, but they contended they 
were not liable, as the suit-case had never been entrusted to them, and 
there was no evidence of bailment. Cur. adv. rult. 

Lusu, J., delivered a written judgment. The county court judge 
took the right view, and his judgment should be affirmed. The plain- 
tiff being accepted with his luggage, the company undertook to carry 
his luggage as common carriers, just as if one of their own servants 
had taken it on board, and subject only to this, that if the plaintiff had 
kept it under his own control, and had been guilty of negligence, the 
company would not have been liable, his position in this respect being 
exactly analogous to that of a railway passenger who takes his luggage 
into his compartment. It was impossible to contend there was no bail- 
ment merely because the luggage was not first handed to a porter 
There was no negligent act or default shewn by the plaintiff in this 
case, as the luggage was placed by him in its proper place on the 
steamer. But there was ample evidence the luggage was placed in 
the company’s charge. Their servants allowed it to be taken on board, 
and it was allowed to remain with the luggage without objection. The 
position of the company towards the plaintiff in respect of respon- 
sibility for his luggage was analogous to that of an innkeeper towards 
his guest. As to the point that the revolver and the binoculars were 
not nersonal luggage. the argument as to the latter being that they 
could not be personal luggage because they had been lent to the plain- 
tiff, and were not his own property, the judge was right in holding 
that the articles were personal luggage in both cases. Any article 
intended for the personal use of a passenger, and not in his possession 
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with a view to selling it or dealing with it as an article of commerce, 
is personal luggage if a person in his position and calling or occupation 
would reasonably require them for his personal use. There was no 
ground for saying that the binoculars were not personal luggage be- 
cause they were borrowed. The appeal must be dismissed. 

Sankey, J., also delivered a written judgment in agreement. He 
cited as to the liability of carrying companies for personal luggage 
Great Western Railway Co. v. Bunch (1888, 3 W. R. 785, 13 A. C. 
31), and as to the nature of personal luggage Macrow y. Great 
Western Railway Co. (#upra). Appeal dismissed.—Counser, A. Neil- 
zon, for the appellants; Bartley (S. H. Emanuet with him), for the 
respondent. Soticrtors, Speechly, Mumford, & Co., for A. H. Emanuel 
Southampton ; Lowe d Co., for Lamport, Busstt, d& Hiscock, South 
ampton 

{Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Estate of WALTER CHARLES YATES (Deceased). Coleridge, J. 


3rd March. 


Prosare—Motion ror ADMISSION TO Propate OF A MARINER'S 
Priviteceo Wit-—Witt Mape Arter Recerrr or Orvers to Jorn 
Sare—Witt Vatipatren By Statute Passep Arter THE Dare oF THE 
Wut, sur Berore tHe Deatn or THe Testatror—Witts Act, 1837 
(1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 11—Wut4s (Sotprers anv Samvors) Act, 1918 
(7 & 8 Geo. 5, c. 58), s. 2. 

A sailor who has received orders to join his ship, and is therefore 
entitled to make a privileged will under section 11 of the Wills Act, 
1837, by the Wills (Soldiers and Sailors) Act, 1918, s. 2, which enlarges 
the qualification of a sailor under the earlier Act, satisfies the require- 
mente of the later Act if he dies after the date of the later Act, 
although he made his will before that Act, the will operating as from 
the date of hie death: 

The deceased, Walter Charles Yates, was a Lieutenant in the Royal 
Navy. He served throughout the present war, and on 22nd June, 1918, 
was appointed to H.M.S. Africander, then stationed at the Cape of 
Good Hope. On 22nd June, 1916, he left his home at Southsea, Hants, 
in order to join his ship. When he was leaving the railway station 
oi the same day he said to his son, “ Remember that if anything happens 
to me, everything I possess, or am likely to possess, is to go to your 
mother.”’ hese words were alleged to constitute a nuncupative will. 
The deceased died on 29th August, 1918, at Cape Town, South Africa. 
He left surviving him his lawful widow and five children, and his 
estate was of the value of £710. He had made statements to his widow, 
consistent with the disposition of the alleged will, and she, as applicant, 
moved for a grant of administration with the alleged will annexed. The 
motion was supported by affidavits by the_applicant, and the son of the 
deceased. Counsel for the applicant said that by the operation of the 
Wills (Soldiers and Sailors) Act, 1918, s. 2, the deceased was, on the 
facts, entitled to make a privileged will within the scope of the Wills 
Act, 1837, s. 11. The only question was whether the deceased, having 
made his will prior to the date of the later Act, viz., 6th February, 
1918, came within its provisions, having died subsequent to the date 
of that Act. Counsel cited and discussed cases on the definition of “‘ a 
mariner at sea ’’ within the meaning of the older statute. [Coterince, 
J., referred to Craies on the Interpretation of Statutes. | 

Cotrripce, J., in the course of his judgment, said: Section 2 of 
the Wills (Soldiers and Sailors) Act of 1918 enlarges the powers of a 
seaman in making these wills in cases which before that Act would not 
have been recognized in law, and extends section 11 of the Wills Act, 
1837, to any member of the Naval and Military Forces, not only when 
at sea, but also where, if he had been a soldier, he would be in actual 
military service. The difficulty is whether that applies to a will made 
before the passing of the 1918 Act. That Act is silent on the point. 
I think on the whole it does apply on the principle of the cases cited. 
Of these I especially refer to Re Bridger, Brompton Hospital v. Lewis 
(1894. 1 Ch. 297), where it is laid down by the Court of Appeal that 
the effect of a will may be enlarged by the due interpretation of a 
statute, passed between the making of the will and the death of the 
testator—I presume because a will-dates from the death of the testator 
and not from the date of its execution. I think this Act of 1918 clothes 
with legal sanction a will made before the Act by a person dying 
subsequent to the Act. The will will be admitted to probate as con- 
tained in the affidavit of the son of the testator—Counse,, W. O 
Williz, Sonrcrrors. Fraser d& Christian, for L. RP. Maidment, Ports 
moutl 

(Reported by C. G. Tatsotr-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.]} 








The Court Criminal Appeal—Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence, and Mr. Justice Rowlatt—on Monday dismissed the 
appeal of Whately Charles Arnold, formerly in practice as a solicitor, 
against his conviction at the Central Criminal Court of fraudulent con- 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 

The London Gazette of 7th March contains the following, in addition to 
matters printed below :— we 

1. An Order in Council, dated 7th March, making additions t the 
Statutory List under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) 
Act, 1915, aa follows: 

Brazil (4); Morocco (6); Netherlands (1); Netherland East Indies 
(3); Norway (2); Spain (43) 

There are also a number of removals from the variations in the list. 

2. An Order in Council, dated 7th March, further amending the Fogport 
Prohibition Proclamation of 10th May, 1917. A number of headings are 
deleted, and a few added. 

3. A Notice that certain names have been added to, and a name 
removed from, the list of persons and bodies of persons to whom articles 
to be exported to China may be consigned. 

4. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade, wader 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1918, for the realization 
and distribution of the assets of the following businesses 

574. Cold Asphaltine (Limited), Old Serjeants Inn Chambers, 4, 
Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2. Manufacturers of paving material, 

575. Saxon Tin and Wolfram Mimang Company (Limited), 66, 
London Wall, E.C. 2, Mining Company. 

576. Calor Company (Limited), 1353/6, High Holborn, Londen, 
W.C. 1. Holders of Patent Rights for the Manufacture of Kael 
Briquettes 

577. Fairyland (Limited), 20, Brazennose-street, Manchester. 
Providers of Amusemert. 

The London Gazette of 11th March contaima the following : 

5. A further notice that licences under the Non-Ferrows Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to certain 
companies, firms, and individuals. The present list contains twelve 
rames 

6. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trade onder 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1918, for the realization 
ard distribution of the assets of the following businesses : 


578. Foreign Assets Company (Limited), Balfour House, Finsbary- 
pavement, London, E.C. 2. Carrying on the business of realising 
the assets of a foreign firm which had failed. 

579. The Anglo-Ruropean Finance Syndicate (Limited), 76, New- 
gate-street, London, E.C. 1. Cox iy Promoters. 

580. The Anton Raky European Boring Company (Limited), 76, 
Coleman-street, London, E.C. 2. Carrying on the business of acquir- 
ing and holding shares im a Raasian Company. 

581. Diekmann Brothers and Company (Limited), c/o Messrs. 
Crnessemann and Rouse, 85, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. 3 
Rice Merchants, Rice Millers, Exporters and General Merchants. 

582. R. Wolf (Limited), 7, Laurence Pountney Hill, Londea, 
E.C. 4. Engineers and Merchants 


Army Council Orders, 
NOTICES OF OANCELLATION. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm Reguiations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
Imported Wire Nails Order, 1918, is cancelled. 

26th Feb. (Gazette, Tth March. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
New Zealand Hemp (Maximum Prices) No. 2 Order is cancelled. 

6th March. (Gazette, 7th March. 


In pursuance of the powers conferred upon ‘them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
Imported Wool (Shipment) Order, 1917, is hereby cancelled, as from the 
lst day of April, 1919 

6th March (Gazette, 11th Mareh, 


THE MANILA HEMP AND MAGUEY FIBRE PERMIT, 1919. 


Whereas by the Manila Hemp Order, 1917, the Army Council regu- 
—_ upon certain conditions dealings in Manila Hemp and Magaey 

ibre : 
And wherews it is expedient that Manila Hemp and Maguey Fibre to 
be shipped from the Philippine Islands on and after the first day of April, 
1919, shouwid be dealt in without further restriction : % 
Now, therefore, in pursuance of the powers conferred wpon them by the 
eo e of the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice 
as follows: 1 

1. Notwithstanding anything in the Manila Hemp Order, 1917, 
dealings in Manila Hemp and Maguey Fibre to be shipped from 
the Philiopine Islands on and after the first day of April, 1919, are 
authorized and permitted without restriction. — 

2. This Order may be cited as the Manila Hemp and Magney 





Version, and his sentence to three years’ penal servitude. 


Fibre Permit, 1919 


6th March. [Carette, 7th March. 
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THE SOLE LEATHER (CONDITIONS OF SALE) AMENDMENT 
NO. 2 ORDER, 1919 


Whereas by the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, as 
amended by the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1918, and the 
Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Amendment Order, 1919, the Army 
Council regulated upon certain conditions the sale and delivery of and 
payment for certain Sole Leather : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Orders should be amended 

Now, therefore, &c., the Army Council hereby Order as follows 

1. The Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Order, 1917, shall be 
amended ‘ 

a) By omitting Clause 6; 
b) by substituting the Schedule hereto annexed for Schedule A 
annexed to the said Order 

2. The Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) Amendment Order, 1919, is 
hereby cancelled 

3. This Order may be cited as the Sole Leather (Conditions of Sale) 
Amendment No. 2 Order, 1919 

8th March 


SCHEDULE 


Struck Rollei and Pinned Leather Manufactured {from any T ype of 
Hide 


Bends, Backs or Sides of any substance or 
Process of Tanning 

Bemis, Backs, Sides, B es or Snoulders tanned by a Vegetable Process 
from Dry or Dry Salted Imported Hides 

Buffalo Bends, Backs or Sides of all weights 

Vegetable Tanned Bellies having a substance under 6 iron at the Fold 

Vegetable Tanned Shoalders Laving a substance under 6 iron at the 
(ut. 

Vegetable Tanned Ranges Foreends, and all Roundings and Offal. 


tanned by Mineral 


Manufactured from Native Hides 
Vegetable Tanned Bends or the equivalent in Butts, Backs or Sides of 
all weights and Grades except 
12/14 lb. 1st Selection. 
14/16 Ih. 1st Selection. 
17/ap lb. all Selections. 


Manufactured from Imported Wet Salted Hides. 


Vegetable Tanned Bends or the equivalent in Butts, Backs or Sides of 
all weights exc pt 
14 16 lb. Ist and 2nd ‘Clear and Branded 
17 ip lb. all Selections 
Gazette, 11th March. 


Board of Trade Orders. 


Whereas by Royal Proclamation relating to Ty iding with the Enemy, 
dated the 9th day of September, 1914, it was amongst other things, 
declared as follows 


The expression ‘enemy country’ in this Proclamation means 
the territories of the German Empire and of the Dual Monarchy of 
Austria-Hungary, together with all the Colonies and Dependencies 
thereof ’’ 


And whereas it was © declared by the said Proclamation that from 
and after the date of the said Proclamation the persons therein referred 
to were prol ibited from hav ing certain transactions with any person or 
body of persons of whatever nationality resident or carrying on business 
in an enemy country 

And whereas it was further declared by the said Proclamation as 
follows 


‘ Nothing in this Proclamation shall be taken to prohibit anything 
which shall be expressly permitted by Our Licence, or by the Licence 
given on Our behali by " Secretary ol State or the Board of Trade, 
whether such licences be especially granted to individuals or be 
ani unce d s pp ya 4 to classes of persons = 

And whereas by Proclamations dated the 8th day of October, 1914, 
the 7th day of January, 1915, and the 14th day of September, 1915, the 
said Proclamation dated the 9th day of September 1914, was amended 
as in those Proc!amations set forth : 

And whereas it is desirable to grant the licence hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore the Board of Trade, on behalf of His Majesty, and 

purqguance of the powers reserved in the said Proclamations and al! 
other powers thereunto them enabling, do hereby give and grant licence 
to all persons and bodies of persons resident, carrying on business or 
being in the United Kingdom to trade and have commercial and financial 
transactions with persons or bodies of persons resident or carrying on 
business in Croatia and Slavonia, Bosnia. Herzegovina, and those parts 

f Dalmatia not covered by the Royal Proclamation dated the 10th day 

of February, 1919 : 

Provided always that any licence which may be necessary in respect of 
any transaction under any prohibition of export or prohibition of import 
for the time be ng in force in the United Kngdom, or in respect of any 
remittance of money out of the United Kingdom covered by Regulation 
41 D of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, is first obtained : 


+ - 
Provided further that this licence shall not permit any person or body 
of persons to pay to any person or body of persons resident or carrying 





on business in the said territories any sum of money which by the terms 
of the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Acts, 1914 and 1915, or 
either of them, is required to be paid to the Custodian appointed under 
the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914, but such sums of 
money must be paid to the said Custodian. 

Provided further that this licence shall not permit any person or body 
of persons to pay or deliver to any person or body of persons resident 
or carrying on business in the said territories any sum of money or 
property of which by the terms of the Trading with the Enemy Amend- 
ment Acts, 1914 and 1915, or either of them, notice has been or ought 
to have been given prior to the date hereof to the said Custodian, 

3rd March. (Gazette, 4th March. 
THE COAL MINES (WAR WAGE PAYMENT) SUPPLEMEN- 

TARY DIRECTIONS, 1919. 

Whereas the Board of Trade on the 5th day of July, 1918, issued cer- 
tain directions intituled “Coal Mines (War Wage Payment) Directions, 
1918.”" and on the 22nd day of October, 1918, certain further directions, 
intituled “Coal Mines (War Wage Payment) Supplementary Direc- 
tions, 1918,”" respecting the payment of a war wage to Colliery workers 
and the means of providing for such payment. 

And whereas the Board of Trade deem it expedient to issue further 
directions with regard to the matters aforesaid. 

Now therefore, the Board of Trade, pursuant to the powers conferred 
upon them by Regulation 96 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations, 
direct that: 

1. The Owner of every coal mine to which Regulation 9c applies 
for the time being shall pay to the Controller of Coal Mines such 
sums as will reimburse the Board of Trade for all sums charged 
or chargeable by such Owner to the Board of Trade for War Wage 
payments made to workers in respect of any work performed after 
the 3lst day of December, 1918, the cost of which is not admissible 
as a deduction in determining Profits as defined by Clause 15 of 
the Agreement contained im the Schecule to the Coal Mines Control 
Agreement (Confirmation) Act, 1918, and in preparing and keeping 
the accounts of the said mine these payments shall not be treated 
as an expense. The sums hereby directed to be paid are in addition 
to the sums mentioned in the said Directions of the 6th day of 
July, 1918, and in the Schedule to the Supplementary Directions 
of the 22nd day of October, 1918. 

2. These Directions shall be read together with the said Dire« 
tions of the 5th day of July, 1918, and the Supplementary Direc 
tions dated the 22nd day of October, 1918. 

5th March. (Gazette, 7th March. 


REVOCATION OF TIMBER ORDERS. e 


Notice is hereby given, that from the 3lst day of March, 1919, thé 
following Orders made by the Board of Trade under the powers vested 
in them by Regulations 2e, 2F, 2c, and 235 of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations are revoked and shall cease to have effect :— 

Home Grown Timber Prices Order. 1918. 
Home Grown Timber Prices (Amendment) Order), 1918. 
5th March. , (Gazette, 7th March. 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
THE CALCIUM CARBIDE (SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 


In reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Munitions, 
namely 

The Calcium Carbide Order, 1917, dated the 24th September, 1917, 

the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows :— 

1) The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and 
after the date hereof until further notice. 

(2) Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven 
tion or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such suspen 
sion or any proceedings or remedy in respect of any such penalty 
or punishment 

(3) This Order may be cited as The Calcium Carbide (Suspension 
Order, 1919 


3th March. [Gazette, 7th March. 


THE AMMONIA AND AMMONTACAL PRODUCTS 
(SUSPENSION) ORDER, 1919 


With reference to the following Order made by the Minister of Muni 
tions, namely: 

The Ammonia Control Order, 1918, dated the 17th May, 1918, 

the Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows ;:— 

1. The operation of the said Order is hereby suspended on and 
after the 14th day of March, 1919, until further notice. 

2. Such suspension shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder, or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven 
tion or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such suspen 
sion or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty or put 
ishment. 

3. This Order may be cited as the Ammonia and Ammoniacal Pro 
ducts (Suspension) Order, 1919. 


11th March. [Gazette, 11th March. 
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Liquor Control Order. 


“GENERAL ORDER (AMENDMENT) OF THE CENTRAL CONTROL 
(Liquor TRAFFIC) FOR ALL AREAS IN ENGLAND AND WALES. 


BoaRD 


We, the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), in pursuance of the 
owers conferred upon us by the Acts and Regulations relating to the 
Defence of the Realm hereby make the following Order :— 


Areas to which the Order 1p plies, 


1. This Order shall apply to all areas, or parts of areas, situate in 
England and Wales to which the Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control) 
Regulations, 1915, have been upplhied. 


Modification of Hours during which Intoxicating Liquor may be sold 


2. The hours between 6 p.m. and 9.30 p.m. shall be substituted fo 
the week-day evening hours prescribed by Article 2 of each of the 
Orders of the Board for the said areas and be the hours during which 
intoxicating liquor may be sold or supplied for consumption on the 
premises and be consumed on the premises in licensed premises and 
clubs in the evening on week-days; and the hours between 6 p.m. and 
8.30 p.m. shall be substituted for the week-day evening hours prescribed 
by the said Article in the said Orders and be the hours during which 
intoxicating liquor may be sold or supplied for consumption off the 
a in licensed premises and clubs and taken or dispatched there 
rom in the evening on week-days, 

And the 
have effect 


said Article in each of the said Orders shall be read and 
as if amended accordingly. 


Modification of Restrictions as to Spirits. 


3. Paragraphs (a) and (4) of Article 3 of each of the said Orders are 
hereby sevehed, and the following paragraph shall be substituted 
therefor : — 

(a) Spirits to be consumed off the premises shall not be sold or 
supplied in or taken or (save as hereinafter expressly provided) dis 
— from any licensed premises or club except on Mondays, 

‘uesdays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, and Fridays, and during the 
mid-day hours prescribed by Article 2 of this Order.”’ 


And the said Article in each of the said Orders shal] be read and 
have effect as if amended accordingly. 


Modification of Saving Provtsions. 
g 


4. (1) The following words shall be added at the end of paragraph (a) 
of Article 6 of each of the said Orders :— 


“‘or the sale or supply of intoxicating liquor for consumption at 
& meal supplied at the same time to any such person between the 
hours of 9.30 p.m. and 11 p.m. on week-days, and 9 p.m. and 11 
p-m. on Sundays.”’ ; 


(2) The following paragraph shall be substituted for the paragraph 
in the said Article relating to the dispatch of intoxicating liquor from 
licensed premises - ; 

““(d) The dispatch from licensed premises of any spirits or other 
intoxicating liquor in any horse-drawn or motor van, lorry, or 
similar vehicle, at any time of the day up to 8.30 p.m. on any week 
day on which the sale of the same for consumption off the premises 
is permitted by Article 2 and Article 3 of this Order, as the case 


may be.’’ 


(3) The following paragraph shall be added to the said Article: 


“(e) The sale or supply of intoxicating liquor for consumption on 
the premises and the consumption of intoxicating liquor on the 
premises between the hours of 9.30 p.m. and 11 p.m. on week-days 
under an order or licence granted in pursuance of section 57 or 
section 64 of the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910.”’ 


(4) The following paragraph shall be added after paragraph (a) of 
‘the said Article in the Orders of the Board now in force in the Welsh 
and West Gloucestershire areas :— 


(a2) The sale or supply of intoxicating liquor for consumption 
at a meal supplied at the same time and the consumption of in 
toxicating liquor at such meal to and by any person in any licensed 
a or club between the hours of 12.30 p.m. and 2H p m. and 
vetween the hours of 6.30 p.m. and 9 p.m. on Sundays.” 


And the Article in each of the said Orders shall be read 

have effect as if amended accc rdingly. 
Exhibition of Order. 

a : : . , 

o. The secretary of every club to which this Order applies and every 

" ‘ , / ; ‘ 
holder of a for f intoxicating liquor shall keep per 
manently affixed in some conspicuous place in the club or in the licensed 
Premises a copy of this Order. 


said und 


licence the sale 


Commencement of Order. 


a This Order shall come into force on the seventeenth day of March, 


19] 


10th March. [Gazette, 11th March. 





Food Urders. 
ORDER AMENDING THE CATTLE FEEDING STUFFS (MAXIMUM 
PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 

In exercis the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby orders that on and from 10th February, 
1919, the Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Maximum Prices) Order, 1918 [S.R. and 
O., No. 173 1918 hereinalter called the Principal Order), shall be 
amended as follows 

1. Sub of Clause 3 sha! 
clause shall be substituted 


a W ‘Te on 


be deleted and the following sub- 


Use 


a sale of millers’ offals such quantity is less 
than 1 ewt., but more than 28 lbs., and the bulk is broken, 
a sum at the rate ol jd per )b 
(4) Where on a sale of millers’ offals such quantity is 28 lbs. or 
less, and the bulk is broken, a sum at the rate of $d. per Jb. 
Where on a cattle feeding studi such 
quantity is less than 1 cwt. and the bulk is broken, a sum 
at the rate of 4d per iv 
2. Clause 6 of the Principal Order shall be deleted, and the following 
shall be substituted 
a) Except as provided with reference to millers’ offals in para- 
graph (6) of this clause, all cattle feeding stuffs for which a maximum 
price is prescribed by this Order, whether imported or made or 
produced in the British Islands, shalt if sold in sacks or bags, be 
sold gross weight, sacks or bags included, and in the case of cattle 
feeding stuffs made or produced in the British Islands such charges 
respect of sacks or bags as the Food Controller may from time 
to time by notice prescribe may be added to the maximum prices 
prescribed by this Order. Until further notice, the prescribed 
charges in respect of sacks or bags shall be 

i) On a sale of cake or meal a charge at the rate of 25s. per ton 
if sold in twenty sacks or bags to the ton, and so in proportion 
according to the number of sacks or bags used per ton. 

ii) On a sale of millers’ offals a charge at the rate of 258, per ton 
if sold in sacks or bags containing 1 cwt. or leas and ds per 
ton if sold in sacks or bags containing more than 1 cwt 
On a sale of any other cattle feeding stuffs a charge at the 
rate of 25s. per ton if sold in twenty sacks or bags to the ton 
and so in proportion according to the number of sacks or 
bags used per ton 

rovided that in any of the foregoing cases the buyer may 
by arrangement with the seller send his own sacks or bags to 
be filled, in which event the cattle feeding stuffs shall be sold 
net weight, sacks or bags excluded, and in that event no 
charge shall be added under this clause to the maximum price. 

4) (i) On a sale of milers’ offals produced in the British Islands, 

ks or bags bearing a miller’s name or trade mark, the 
may at his option notwithstanding anything in paragraph (a) 
of this clauge, sell net weight, sacks or bags exciuded, and make @ 

the rate of 2s. 6d which event the 
and he 
invoice 


, 
saie ol any obher 


« lause 


and soid in 8a 


seller 


sack or 
as a separate item on the 
months of the date of 
name or trade mark and is 


charge at per bag, in 
invoice 


shall be shown 


the 


charge 
repaid on 

of any sack or bag 

in good condition 

nn) On a sale of imported millers’ offals sold in sacks or bags the 

seller may a charge for such sacks or bags at the rate per 
mitted by sub-clause (@) (ii) of this 

4. In \ Clause 17 of the 

* artt words 


; 


return within three 


which bears the same 


make 
clause 
Principal Order the word 


paragraph b) of 
shall 


be deleted awd the cattle feeding stuffs ' 


e” sha 


be substituted 
hereafter ito ‘be printed under the 


5 Copies ot the Principal] Order 
authority of His Majesty s Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
substitutions provided for by this Order and the Principal Order shall 
on and after 10th February, 1919, take effect as if it had been made 
with such substitutions. PF 

7th February. 


CATTLE FEEDING STUFFS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1918 
Notice. 


In exercise of the powers reserved to him under the above Order 
[S.R d 0., No. 173 of 1918) and of all other powers enabling him in 
that behalf the Food ( hereby orders from 10th 
February, 1919. the Notice LSvR. and O., No. 1578 of 1918 varying the 
maximum price of flour millers’ offals issued under the above Order be 
revoked, and prescribes that as from 10th February 1919, until further 
on a sale of flour millers’ offals shall he 


Yontroller that is 


the maximum price 
1 sale of fine flour millers’ offale £14 10s. per ton 

offals £13 10s per ton 
question arises as to the meaning of the words “ fine’ 
ipplied to flour millers’ offals, such question 
our Mills Control Committee 


rmotice 
a) On 
On a 


sale of coarse flour millers’ 


And tha 
1 ‘ se 13 
d by tne F 


ine hereby 

shall be decide 

7th February 
ORDER AMENDING THE GRAIN (PRICES) ORDER, 1918 

f the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 


In exer ise 
tealm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
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the Food Controller hereby orders that the Grain (Prices) Order, 1918 
(hereinafter called the Principal Order), shall be amended as follows :— 
1. Clause 11 of the Principal Order (S.R. & O., No. 1090 of 1918] shall 
be deleted and the following clause shall be substituted therefor 

ll. (a) A person shall not sell or offer to sell any wheat, rye, 

oats or barley, whether imported or home grown, which has been 
torrefied or bleached, otherwise than by weight, or at prices exceed 

¢ the maximum prices, if any, applicable under the provisions of 


‘ 


this clause 
4, Upon the occasion of a sale of any such wheat, rye, oats 
barley the maximum price shall be ascertained— , 

i) In the case of wheat, rye, oats or barley harvested in the 
United Kingdom, by adding to the price applicable to wheat, rye, 
mts, or barley under this Order the cost of such torrefving or 
bleaching not exceeding a usual and reasonable charge. . 

ii) In the case of damaged imported wheat, rye, oats or barle: 
by adding to the price applicable thereto according to the pro 
visions of the Damaged Grain, Seeds and Pulse (Prices) Order 
1917 [S.R. & O.. No. 1174 of 1917 as amended by No. 5195 eo 
1918}, as amended, the cost of such torrefving or bleaching not 
exceeding a usual and reasonable charge.” * 

2. Copies of the Principal Order, hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of His Majesty's Stationery Office, shall be printed with the 
amendment provided by this Order, and the Principal Order shall on and 
after the 24th February 1919 take effect as hereby amended 

14th Febru Th 


The following Order has also be« n issued 
_ Order amending the Dried Fruits tetail Prices Order 1918 llth 
February 


Parasitic Mange in Horses. 


We have received the following from the Se retary to the Joint 
Committee, Board of Agriculture and Ministry of Food, 6a, Dean's 
yard, Westminster, S.W. 1 

In July of last year I was instructed by the Joint Propaganda 
Committee, Board of Agriculture and Ministry of Food, to draw your 
attention to the prevalence of parasitic mange in horses and the 
likelihood of its spreading in the coming months, also to the issue 
by the Joint Committee of a special leaflet (No. 8), in which par- 
ticnlars were given 

(a) As to the Orders in existence in regard to the disease. 

(b) The penalties attached to breaches of the Orders 

(c) Means whereby the disease can be prevented, discovered and 
treated 

Since the issue of this leaflet (No. 8) two additional leaflets on the 
sume subject have been published, whioh-have had a very wide circu 
lation 

We are informed that the Local Authorities view with growing 
anxiety the increasing prevalence of mange in horses reported in 
the returns furnished by them. Further, there are grounds for 
believing that the disease exists in many districts to a much greater 
extent than is revealed in the returns furnished. The Committee 
would like to point out the serious effect the disease has in decreasing 
the usefulness of the horse. These facts are the justification for the 
Joint Committee again asking you for the kind hospitality of your 
columns to make the existence of our leaflets as widely known as 
possible and to state that coples can be had free and post free on 


application 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 

As a matter of urgency a special yeneral meeting of the members of the 
Society will be héld in the Hall of the Society on Friday, the 28th 
March, 1919, at 2.30 p.m., to consider the Barristers and Solicitors 
(Qualification of Women) Bill, and to decide on the best course to be 


followed with regard to its provisions so far as the same affect the 


Solicitors’ branch of the profession 
12th March, 1919 E. R. COOK, Secretary. 


Note.—Only members and Press representatives @ill be admitted to 
the meeting 

Any newspaper desiring to 
a card of admission from the secretar: 


send a lady representative should obtain 


Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law 
Society. 


meeting was held at the Town Hall, 


Mr. E. Gardner, of Chester) 


The annua Chester, on Thurs 


day, 27th February, the retiring president 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MrippLEsEx Hospirat, 
WAICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FuNps ror Irs HumMANE Work. 


—————===—~—__> 
in the chair. The following officers were elected for the ensuing year, 
viz. :—President, Mr. H. Matt-Cook (Northwich) ; vice-president, Mr. 
Lj. ‘Hugh-Jones (Wrexham); hon. treasurer, Mr. Moore Dutton 
(Chester); hon. secretary, Mr. H. G. Hope (Chester); hon. auditors, 
Messrs. F. Turner and W. H. Barnes (both of Chester). The following 
gentlemen with the officers are the committee for the ensuing year :— 
Messrs. J. F. Dixon (Nantwich), R. Farmer (Chester), E. Gardner 
(Chester), T. M. Keene (Mold), H. N. Linaker (Runcorn), J. Porter 
(Conway), W. J. L. Richardson (Chester), E. J. Swayne (Denbigh), 
H. J. Williams (Whitchurch). Hearty votes of thanks were passed to 
the retiring president and to the hon. treasurer and hon. secretary for 
their services during the past year. : 

The society numbers 172 members. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee for 
1919 :— 

Deaths.—The committee regret to record the death of Mr. A. C. 
Preston (Wrexham) and Mr. T. Welsby Holland (Chester). Mir. Preston 
had been Registrar of the Wrexham County Court for many years. 
The committee also desire to place on record their regret at the death 
of His Honour Judge Moss, who was an honorary member of the 
society. 

Solicitors and Military Service Under the authority of National 
Service Instruction No. 37, of 1918, the committee appointed an advisory 
committee, consisting of eleven members of the society, for the purpose 
of dealing with applications arising within the society's district. The 
advisory committee dealt with many cases in respect of solicitors or 
skilled clerks, and it is believed that the various local tribunals were 
helped by and in most cases gave effect to the opinions expressed by 
the advisory committee. It will be remembered that the new Military 
Service Regulations, 1918, abolished the right of applicants to local 
tribunals to be professionally represented. Following upon strong pro- 
tests by the Law Society to the Local Government Board, the matter 
was raised in the House of Commons, and the committee addressed 
urgent representations to all the local Members of Parliament. The 
Regulation was subsequently withdrawn. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration.—On 28th May, 1918, a new Rule of the 
Supreme Court came into force authorizing an increase of 20 per cent, 
on the total fees in respect of business done in any cause or matter. 
Since the issue of this Rule similar increases in solicitors’ fees have 
been sanctioned by the appropriate authorities in respect of the follow- 
ings -— 

County court cases, including proceedings under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act 
Bankruptcy 
Companies winding up in county courte, 
Divorce and matrimonial! causes. 
Parliamentary business. 

Solicitors (Qualification of Women) Bill.—The Bill introduced into 
the House of Lords by Lord Buckmaster in February, 1918, was op- 
posed by this committee on the grounds set forth in the last annual 
report. ‘The Council of the Law Society also resolved to oppose the 
Bill, and the Associated Provincial Law Societies approved the opposi- 
tion of the Council. The Bill passed the House of Lords, but has noe 
been proceeded with in the Commons. There is, however, a probability 
that the Bill will again be introduced in the new Parliament. 

The War.—Tihe committee have decided that the annual dinner shall 
not be held after the annual meeting this year, as the Peace terms 
are not yet signed and many members of the society are still absent 
on military service. The record of members and articled clerks of 
members who have jomed His Majesty's Forces has been revised to 
date as far as possible, and appears as an appendix to this report. 
Any inaccuracies or amendments should be intimated to the hon. 
secretary. 

The appendix contains the names of thirty solicitors, four of whom 
have been killed in action, and thirty-four articled clerks, four of whom 


have been killed in action. The names of those who have fallen are 


as follows :— 
SOLIcITORS. 
Birch. Arthur Lyle (ad. 1901), Chester, Lieutenant, Oheshire 
Cooke, Charles Taylor, LL.B. (ad. 1906), Winsford, Captain, 


7th Batt. Cheshire Regiment. Jur re f ) 
Cooke, John Kemp (ad. 1905), Winsford, Major, 7th (Reserve) 


Batt. Cheshire Regiment. : 2 ; 
Davies, Dawid Oswald (ad. 1896), Dolgelley, Captain, 7th Batt. 


toval Welsh Fusiliers. . : ; 
Holland, Thomas Welsby (ad. 1910), Chester, Second Lieutenant, 


14th Batt. Royal Welsh Fusiliers 


Articiep CLERKS. 


Goss. Hubert G., M.C. (art. to H. 8. K. Feltham, Crewe), 
Lieutenant, Cheshire Regiment 
Hughes, Sam (art. to Clement 


London Welsh Regiment, - R 
Jones. Owen Morris (art. to W. Morris Jones, 


tenant, 14th Batt. Royal Welsh Fusiliers. 


T. Jones, Wrexham), Lieutenant, 


Portmadoc), Lieu- 





Yhar! y . i Jieutenant, 

Potts, Charles (art. to H. Potts, Chester), Secon ter , 

4th Batt. Cheshire Regiment (T.F.), attached to Llth (Service, 
Batt. Cheshire Regiment 
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Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


At the forty-fourth annual general meeting of the Sheffield District 
Incorporated Law Society, held in the Rooms, Hoole’s Chambers, Bank- 
street, Sheffield, on Thursday, 27th February, 1919, at 3.30 o'clock p.m. 
Present : The president (Mr. H. N. Lucas, in the chair), and Messrs. 
F. Allen (Doncaster), H. Auty, J. C. Auty, E. Ayrton, J. Barber, 
F. Bowman, 8. H. Clay, J. H. Davidson, G. Denton, J. W. Hattersley 
(Mexborough), W. Hiller, A. Howe, W. Irons (Lord Mayor), R. 
Meeke, R. F. Pawsey (Barnsley), H. Reed, S. Roberts, junr., J. P. 
Russell, H. E. Sandford, G. H. Simpson, A. Slater, R. G. Thompson, 
W. Tottle, B. A. Wightman, E. Wilson, G. A. Wilson, J. B. Wheat, 
and E. Bramley (hon. secretary) 


The notice convening the meeting, and the committee's report, as 
printed and circulated, having been taken as read, it was resolved :— 


1. That the forty-fourth annual report presented by the committee 
be received, confirmed and adopted, and that the accounts of Mr 
Arthur Wightman, the hon. treasurer, for the past year, as audited 
by the society’s professional auditor, be approved and passed. 

2.—That the cordial thanks and appreciation of the society be offered 
to Mr. H. N. Lucas, the president, for the ability with which he has 
filled the office, and the consideration he has given to his duties during 
the past year. 

3.—That the best thanks of the so lety be given to Mr. Edward 
Bramley for his services as hon. secretary, and Mr. Arthur Wightman 
for his services as hon. treasurer, during the past year. 

4. That Mr. William Lrons (word Mayor) be elected the president 
of the society. 

5. That Mr. Arthur Neal, M.P., be elected the vice-president 

6. That Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected hon. treasurer, and 
Mr. Edward Bramley be re-elected hon. secretary of the society for the 
ensuing year. 

7. That the following form the committee for the ensuing year 
Messrs. A. P. Aizlewood (Rotherham), F. Allen (Doncaster), E. G 
Bagshawe, J. Barber, H. S. Barker, G. Denton, L. E. Emmet, A. 8 
Fawcett, A. E. Hall (Eckington), J. W. Hattersley (Mexborough), 
H. N. Lucas, A. E. Ludlam, J. P. Russell, H. B. Sandford, J. W 
Stabler, P. K. Wake, J. B. Wheat, B. A. Wightman, E. Wilson, G. A 
Wilson, and J. E. Wing. 


_8. That the proposals of the committee with regard to the disposi 
tion of the District Solicitors’ War Memorial and Welcome Fund be 
approved. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee for 


1918 :— 


The War.—The committee regret to record the deaths on active ser- 
vice since the last report of the following members of their profes 
slop : 

Greaves, Thomas (Chesterfield), 1/6th Notts and Derby Regt., 
captain; died of wounds, ; ; 

Richardson, Percival Blythe, Machine Gun Corps,. captain; died 
in France. 

Simpson, Vivian Sumner, 12th Y. and L. Regt., captain; killed, 

»and of the following articled clerk :— : 

Irons, William Morley (Wm. Irons, Sheffield), Y. and L. Regt., 
2nd Lieut. ; died of wounds. 

A list of the solicitors and articled clerks who were serving or who 
"had served in H.M. Forces, together with the distinctions gained by 
them as far as known, was inserted at the end of the last report 
Steps are being taken to secure that the list be made complete and 
accurate in every detail. It is intended that this list, and a list of the 
local solicitors’ clerks who have served, shall be put up in the library in 
4 more permanent form than at present. : 

Arrangements are being made for a suitable welcome to all of these 
at a later date, and for a memorial tablet to all solicitors and articled 

*clerks in the district who have lost their lives while on service. A 
sub-committee has the matter in hand, and as far as possible members 
have been or will be waited on with a view to obtaining their dona- 
tions to the local fund required for the above purposes, and for thie 
much larger national fund which is being formed by the Law Society 
to assist solicitors who have suffered by the war and the dependents 
of those who have fallen. : 

Early in the year Instruction No. 37, issued by the National Service 
Ministry, gave a considerable amount of security to solicitors and their 
skilled clerks by intimating that bed-rock had pretty nearly been 
reached so far as they were concerned; and in practice the protection 
of this Instruction has been found to be quite satisfactory in this 
district, > 

Membership.—The number of members now is 179. In addition to 
the deaths of members serving, referred to above, the committee regret 

% record the death of Mr. Joseph Binney, who was registrar of the 
county court, pgs of the district registry, and clerk to the peace 
for the city of Sheffield, and was an original member and former 
—— of the society; also of Mr. Wm. Fredk. Smith, clerk to the 

est Riding magistrates, who at the time of his death had not lonz 
Teemmenced his term of office as president of the society; also of 
“Messrs. Charles Frederick Bennett, Arthur Burton Chambers, William 

hael Gichard (Rotherham), and David Hunton Porrett, a former 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 


FIRE, LIF#, SEA, PLATE GLASS, ) THE CORPORATION WILL ACT 
ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE pe Re 3 . : ‘ 
STOCK, EMPLOYERS LIABILITY, | 4S TRUSTER OF WILLS AND 


ANNUITIES, THIRD PARTY, SETTL ENTS CEC 

MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOILER, | STTLUBMENTS, BXECUTOR 
FIDELITY GUARAN BE. OF WILLS. 

Apply for full particulire of all cla: ses of Insurance to the &cretary— 


HEAD Orrice : ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
LAW Courts Branca: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 











Legal Education The number of students in the Faculty of Law at 
the university of Shetheld during the present session, apart from even 
ing students, is four, of whom two are articled clerks from Doncaster 


and Barnsley respectively; two students are reading for a law degree 


Intensive courses have been put on at the request of the War Office. 
The mmittee communicated with the local Members of Parliament 
asking for their support to a suggestion made by the Council of the 


Law Society that a portion of the solicitors’ certificate duty should be 
granted to that society to enable it to more adequately perform its 
duties, especially with regard to legal education. ‘Lhe proposal, owing 
to the present state of the public funds, did not meet with success 
Provincial Me mbership m the Council of the Law Soc ety The com 
mittee would like to repeat what they said in their last report—that 
they are not satisfied with the position which Yorkshire in general, and 
Sheffield in particular, occupies with regard to the mght of representa 
tion on the Council of the Law Society. The committeé, as will ve 
remembered, asked the Law Society to remodel their scheme for ele 


tion of extraordinary members so as to allocate one to Sheffield A 
sub-committee, on which your hon. secretary was a member, was 
appointed by the Council to go into the subject. The decision come to 


your hon. secretary dissenting) was that, although the claims of tne 
Sheffield Law Society were strong, no immediate action should be taken 
towards altering the present scheme under which extraordinary mem 
bers of the Council were elected, but that after the conclusion of the 
war the constitution of the Council be taken into consideration. This 
decision was endorsed by the Council. The committee are*extremely 
disappointed at the result, and do not consider that the claims of this 
district have received full consideration at the hands of either the Law 
Society or the provincial law societies. The memorandum which was 
addressed by the committee to the society will be found in Appendix 
“B”’ of this report. As will be seen, it gives numbers which shew 
indisputably that on the basis of membership of the Law Society, on 
which the electorate is calculated, the Yorkshire district is, in compari 
son with other districts, inadequately represented to the extent of at 
least one member 

In accordance with the internal arrangements made by the grouped 
societies of Yorkshire, the West Riding’s nomination of a representa 
tive came to an end in July last, when Mr. Edward Bramley retired, 
and Mr. Jackson, of Hull, was nominated as the county's representa 
tive. A vacancy in the ordinary membership of the Council occurred 
by the compulsory retirement of Mr. Milne, of Manchester, who, how- 
ever, offered himself for re-election. Your committee endeavoured to 
secure the election of Mr. B. A. Wightman, B.A., LL.B., as rpresent 
ing Sheffield, which formed a part of the constituency for which the 
election took place, but unfortunately were unsuccessful. Thus Shef 
field’s representation on the Council, which goes back uninterruptedly 
for a period of over thirty years, has for the time being come to an 
end. The inconvenience of this to the committee has already been felt. 
Present War (Definition) Bill.—This Bill, as introduced, only pro 
posed to define the termination of the war for the purposes of “ Acts 
of Parliament, Orders in Council and Proclamations.’’ A communica 
tion was sent at once to Dr. Addison, the Ministry of Reconstruction, 
who was in charge of the Bill, suggesting it should be extended to 
apply to contracts, deeds or other instruments ; and the Bill was altered 
to provide for this just before the rising of Parliament 
Luctionerrs’ Scale.—A communication was received from the local 
auctioneers suggesting an increase in the scale allowed to them in con- 
ducting sales of land, and pointing out that the scale in Sheffield was 
markedly less than had prevailed in other parts of the county The 
matter was referred to the Conveyancing Sub-committee, and ulti- 
mately, on their recommendation, a new scale of charges by auctioneers 
was agreed to. putting Sheffield pretty much in line with the rest of 
the county. This scale, which came into effect on Wth June, will be 
found set ont in Appendix “ C.” 
Solicitors’ Costa.—(a) Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
1881.—The question of the full scale charges under Schedule (1) in the 
Order made in pursuance of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, not 





being generally adopted was considered by the committee. On their 
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instructions members were circularized and asked for their opinions on 
the subject. The replies being mostly favourable to members insisting 
on scale charges, except in case® where more scales than one were 
chargeable, a meeting of members was called; but at that meeting s 
resolution that no further action be taken in the matter. 
The committee had in their minds the very considerable increase in the 
expenses of carrying on business of every sind, which in almost all 
other trades and professions had been met by a marked increase in the 
charges 

b) Increase of 


was passed 


The suggested 20 per cent. increase has 
contentious and Parliamentary costs; 
has not with non- 

in practice, however, a great 


Charges 
been the case of 
but, the progress 
contentious cost It is understood that 
the additional charge 

More particularly in view of the shortness of 
ircularized and recommended, when 
‘ duplicate for the other solicitor’s 
1s if made by him where item charges are applic- 

think this is a custom that might well be main- 

labour, and in the might be 
the draft conveyance or assignment 
could be supplied, where one is required for I.V.D The 
custom of sup duplicate copies in this way previals in other places 
besides Sheffield, and might well become a universal practice. 

Increase f Rents (Amendment) Act Wher this Bill was passing 
through the of Commons your committee pressed the Law 
Society to take steps to see that the Act should not be made retro- 
spective whe for sale had wctualiy been signed, but so far 
from that bein the House of made it become 
operative previous September 

What might 
completely ! it, and 
ifter that d before 


regularized 
untortunats sane been made 
many firms are sking 
Coynes of Documenta 
staffs fice mém bers 
sending dratts 
use (to be treated 
able) Phe mi 


tained as a av 


extended that two 


in ¢ were 


rusal, to send 


case of sales 
copies of 


pul poses 


tracta 

Cam Commons 
had been 
made to leave houses 


rather difficult to 


transactions where sales 


haal 


was 


have on 
tenants 


the Act 


been 
passed, 18 
sa \ 
Miniat The committee nsidered certain 
which had ym this head, and ultimately 
they were in f the principle of the establishment of a Ministry 
of Just y ali ot think the time favourable for such a 
step to | c hey had in ndditions to Ministerial 
Departm uught the subject had better 
be dealt 
Pomtion 


ssued at Ke report 


proposals 
resolved that whilst 

present 
miml the 

nd th 
stilrties had ceased 
the War The Liverpool Law Society 
ird to the position of mortgagees 
considered by a sub-committee 
iples of the report, which 


mortgagees 


en prevailed 


gees aft 
with re 
Nas very caretully 
approved of the prin 
ir f there bei no restrictions on 
perhap 
Powers 


thought, how that 


lines of those imposed by 


any restrictions imposed 
be such that should not be necessary for the 
irt to enforce his security, but that the mort 
erty to go to get relief; and this was approved 
ind forwarded to the Reconstruction Committee 


APPENDIX A 


EIVeD at THe Liprary Stnce tHe Last Report.) 


APPENDIX B 


COUNCIL OF SOCIETY 


SOcIETY 


roe Law 
IncornPorRATED Law 


Pr 
Apri 


ENTATION ON THE 
SHEFFIELD District 

ro THE Law Soctet 

The ele trict Incorporated Law Society draw the 
attenti f th il of the Law Society to the under-representation 
of the on the C under the scheme for elec- 
tion of rovincial members of the Council 

‘ m took place in 1915, one member was allotted 

to th rk t d had a membership of the 
Law in addition to this extraordinary member, the 
county in ordinary member from Leeds, who is elected 
as one of tl rdinary the northern district; so it 
has » altogether 

At. the 


i slightly srr 


wish to 


shire yunerl, 


societies, which 


members of 


southern and western districts, which have 
iller membership than Yorkshire, have one extra- 
ordinary 1 two ordinary members each ; the eastern district, 
with only 205 members, has an ordinary and an extraordinary member 
and Bristol, with only 130 members, is 
dinary member as of right, while Sheffield, which 
+ slightly larger membership than Bristol, has 


same time the 
each 
member at 
the same as Yorkshire; 
allowed one extrao 
(like Newcast! 
not 

Sheffield, which 
the arrar 
next July 
though no 


has 


is the fourth town in England and Wales, is not likely, 
are altered, to be represented on the Council 

Birmingham, which is not actually so much 
larger doubt the centre of a more important district, has 
one representative as of right and actually another as well 

The Yorkshire Union of Lew Societies has had its attention drawn 
to the matter, and is entirely ir. accord with the suggestion for an 
incréase of membership of the county of Yorkshire. 

Tho Council is strongly urged to revise the scheme of election of 
extraordinary members in such a way that Sheffield may have the right 
tw elect one of them. 


unless ments 


attes whereas 








. APPENDIX C. 
New Auctioneers’ Scate on Lanp Sates in SHEFFLELD AND 
Immepiate Districr WHERE SALes ARE Errectep. 
£1 per cent. on the first £1,000, 
15s. per cent. on the next £2,000, 
10s. per cent. on the next £5,000, 
5s. per cent. subsequently. 


No payment, however, less than two guineas. 
In other respects the old scale applies. 
Note.—The special arrangemerts as to cale of ground rents was not 
interfered with. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


[The monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held in the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 12th inst., 
Mr. Charles Goddard in the chair. The other directors present. were 
Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), T. 8S. Curtis, A. Davenport, L. W. 
North Hickley, G. P. Hinds (Goudhurst), and R. W. Poole. £565 was 
distributed to poor and deserving cases, ten new members were ad 
mitted, and other general business was transacted. 


Union Society of London. 
SESSION 1918-19 
The seventeenth meeting of the society was held in the Middle Temple 
Common Room on Wednesday, 12th March, 1919, at 8 p.m. The sub- 
ject for debate was: ‘‘ That this house considers the Government pro- 
posals for Land Settlement inadequate.’ Opener, Mr. E. J. Harvey. 


Opposer, Mr. R. Holt. The motion was carried. 


The Inns of Court Regimental Association. 
EX-OFFICERS AND LEGAL OPENINGS. 

Lawyers will always have a soft spot in their hearts for the “ Devils 
Own” O.T.C. The work of the Inns of Court Regimental Association in 
.ssisting in the resettlement in civil life of those who were trained for 
commissions in the Corps will, therefore, be of special and practical 
interest to the Profeasion. During the war, the Corps has trained 
upwards of 14,000 men, and, while during that period its ranks have 
not been confined to members of the legal profession, naturally from ita 
associations it is the Corps in which the majority of those connected with 
the law have served. 

Che Association is now actively engaged im the work of Resettlement, 
and an inquiry into the civil careers and prospects of all its members 
has revealed the fact that over 4,000 of those who are fully qualified in a 
profession or business will on demobilization require fresh openings. — 

This number, of course, includes a large number of young barristers 
und solicitors, and to legal firms and others who are on the look-out for 
junior partners or managing clerks the Association provides the best pos- 
sible means of getting into touch with men likely to suit their require- 
ments 

Firms, therefore, able to offer employment or openings for ex-officers 
are invited to communicate their requirements to the Association. By 
doing 30, not only will they be assisting in the solution of a great national 
problem, but they will assure themselves of a careful selection of candi 
dates of the best possible stamp. Firms can be placed in direct touch 
both with ex-officers who are immediately available and with officers who 
are still serving and awaiting demobilization. 

The Association has already successfully negotiated a number of open 
ings for its members, including several law partnerships, and it is m a 
special position to cater for the needs of solicitors by reason of the 
personal and confidential manner in which it is able to conduct its work, 
and the fact that its secretary is himself a solicitor. 

Inquiries, either by telephone or interview, should be made to the 
Secretary, Inns of Court Regimental Association, 7 and 10, Stone-build- 
ings, Lincoln’s Inn, W.C. 2. Telephone, Central 9239. 








Income Tax Reform 


The following are extracts from the eleventh annual report of the 
Income Tax Reiorm League :— 

Farmers’ Profits.—Section 21 of the Finance A: t, 1918, provides that 
the profits of a farmer assessed under Schedule b shall be reckoned as 
equal to twice the full rent or annual value of the land which he 
farms, but the possible inequity of this provision is safeguarded by the 
fact that a farmer has the right to elect to be assessed under Schedule D 
instead of under Schedule B, and thus if he can prove by accounts that 
his profits are less than an amount equal to twice the fuil rent, he need 
only pay on the actual profits made. 


Deductions for Wear and Tear of Plant, 4&c.—Important further 
provisions with respect of deductions for wear and tear of machinery 
and plant, &c., are contained in section 24 of the Finance Act, 1918, 
under which the allowance for depreciation is extended to include 
machinery and plant temporarily out of use through circumstances 
attributable to the war; further, an allowance for obsolescence of 
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SS 
machinery and plant is, by sub-section 3, given the force of statutory 
recoghition for the first time. Sub-section 4 of section 24 grants 
an allowance for depreciation of mills, factories or other similar pre- 
mises, equal to one-sixth of the annual value, this allowance being in 
addition to the one-sixth deducted under Schedule A for repairs. 

A further provision is, however, urgently needed to enable the 
allowance of deduction of expired capital outlay on material wasting 
assets, such as deposits of coal, slate, stone, gravel, nitrate and the 
like, together’ with expired capital outlay on development works unde: 
taken with the object of winning such material. 

Payments of Dividends, Emoluments and Salaries, ‘‘ Free of Income 
Tax."’—The report of the Committee on Company Law Amendment 
recently issued, recommends that the payment of fees to directors “* free 
of income tax and super tax ”’ shall be forbidden by law. This recom 
mendation might indeed have been extended to salaries and wages, also 
dividends and interest. Unless the payment of salaries and wages 
*‘ free of income tax "’ is forbidden by law, the wage-earners will have 
a good claim to be put on the same “‘ free of income tax ”’ footing, and 
it is clear that the personal tax on weekly wage-earners quggested 
below might be often impotsible to levy. It is certain also that a 
prohibition to pay dividends and interest ‘‘ free of income tax '’ would 
establish an uniformity of practice which would save labour and 
obscurity in connection with individual returns. 

Revision of Income Tax Laws.—The Income Tax Act, 1918 (entitled 
* An Act to Consolidate the Enactments relating to Income Tax "’), was 
passed by Parliament on the 8th August, 1918, and will come into 
operation on the 6th April, 1919. The Act, which consolidates all 
existing Acts, but does not alter the law, consists of 239 sections and 
7 schedules, and it repeals, in whole or in part, upwards of fifty enact 
ments, commencing with the Income Tax Act, 1842. 

In the early part of the year 1914 the then Prime Minister (Mz 
Asquith) stated, in the course of a public speech, that the time had 
arrived for a complete review of the income tax in all its bearings, 
and he announced that it was proposed to appoint a suitable body to 
examine and report on the whole subject. that time the need 
of such an enquiry has greatly increased, and it is earnestly hoped 
that the matter will be taken in hand without further delay 

Tax on Weekly KEarnings.—Notwithstanding the many difficulties 
surrounding the subject, it is felt that the time has come when income 
tax may have to be collected weekly, on weekly earnings, 
a certain statutory minimum, and this will be one of the most important 
questions to be considered by the proposed Commission on Income 
Tax. The Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915, provides for the reduction of 
income tax exemption from the former limit of £100 to £150 a year, 
thus in ,effect putting a tax on wages above £2 10s. per week rhe 
belief was widely expressed at the time, that the provisions dealing 
with exemption and abatement and quarterly collection would entail 
such a mass of official labour as to render the tax on the smaller incomes 
unremunerative, if not actually impracticable. These objections, how 
ever, do not seem to apply to the levy of a graded tax on weekly wages 
above a statutory weekly minimum, to be collected by means of stamps, 
as in the case of contributions under the National Insurance Acts. 
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NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





—— For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
tho 

a Females. Males. 

60 £3 10 6 £9 9 10 

° 65 918 6 ll 210 

70 11 19 10 13 8 6 











‘* A strong, well-managed concern.’’— Financial Temes. 
“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.”’—IJnsurance Newe. 

**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.”— 
Impre sstons, 


‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—Post Magazine 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Fatal Accidents and Coroners’ 
Juries. 


At a South inquest, on the Sth inst., man 
was fatally injured while crossing a road, Dr. Waldo, the City Coroner, 


wark concerning a who 


Double Incoms Tax Notwithstanding continued protest during the expiaine d that he need not have summoned a jury im this case, but the 
year against the duplication of income tax within the Empire no further | P™ , especially the relatives, were very much more satisfied if seven 
progress has been made. It is hoped that this subject will be dealt | Se™t/emen, rather than the coroner, arrived at a conclusion. Especially 
wit by the prospective’ Parliamentary enquiry into income tax | W#* ¢is so in street accidents, where questions of compensation might 
seform. be concerned. It was much better if they could arbitrate and get 

- e _ mat s settled t} yroner's court, People should avo ] ratiot 

General.—The league is always glad to render assistance, supply r r pg ett x eee ae 
x . wey - . ul ild, r it was better to keep out of the lawyers’ hands He 
information and co-operate with other bodies interested in questions id th 4 : - ; 

1 2 J said this notwithstanding th® fact that he was a lawver himeelf. 
relating to income tax, and work of this character has been continued j , 1, 1 4) } , 

: ( Dr. W idded t nearly all the deaths investigated by him were 
during the year under review. ‘ ‘ | ; 

eas Sieg : ; Violent « npilica ed cases drawn mostly from hospit sia. or the streets, 
‘ Those interested in the objects of the league are requested to become | or away from home, and in which questions of conduct o1 neglect 
either donors or annual subscribers to its funds, and to invite others | genera PY In such cases, the best tribunal of inquiry, he thought, 
to join, The secretary will be pleased to give information to anyone | and th: in which the truth was most likely to be elicited, was that 
who will call upon him or write to him at the office. f a jury with local knowledge of the district, guided and directed by 

Hersert C. Grass, Presidegt the Coroner, rather than a court which the Coroner sat alone He 

G. O, Parsons, Honorary Secretary believed juries were means of saving litagation in the higher Courts, 

2ist February, 1919. and that in criminal and quasi-criminal Courts like the Coronera’, it was 
— — n the public interest to retain the jury system as much as possible. 

In rural scattered districts it might be difficult at all times—with or 

D k B . { without a war—to obtain a jury In London, however, he had less 

Oc rie Ss. difficulty now—since the number of jurors constituting a jury had been 

liminished—than formerly in pre-war times in obtaining good, intel 


At the Central Criminal Court, on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, a 
defendant told Mr. Justice Darling that he had no counsel to defend 
him. Mr. Justice Darling said that he could instruct any member of 
the Bar present. The counsel was bound to accept the brief if the 
defendant paid him a guinea and he was provided with a copy of the 

sitions. 

Mr. Justice Darling: Do you know any of these counsel in Court? 

The defendant: No, I don’t. 

Mr. Justice Varling: It is very much to your credit. 
& guinea at all events? 


You have got 


The defendant: Yes» sir. I 
Mr. Justice Darling: If I were you I should not ask Sir Archibald | ( 
ndkin, because he is busy, but you can if you like. ! 
The defendant: I will leave it to you. ~ ‘ 
Mr, Justice Darling later asked a barrister present to appear for the | t 
fence. t 


ligent, and helpful juries. The sooner the Juries Act, 1918, so far as 
the Coroner's Court was concerned, could be done away with the 
better would it be for the peopk j 
Women as Lawyers. 
In the House of Lords, on Tuesday, says the Times, Lord Buck- 


tarristers and Solicitors 
former occasions he 


naster moved the second reading of the 
Qualification of Women) Bill, and on two 
vad been fortunate to secure the approval of that House to the passage 
f a measure qualifying women to practise as solicitots He had 
hought it desirable to extend the measure, and the Bill now before 
he House asked for the removal or disqualification of women practis- 


sak! 
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The Bill threw open the doors of the legal pro- 
without distinction. On the former when 
House there wa: very little opposition to the 
The real objection was rather that the Bil 
moment he last brought it forward than on the 
ought not to be passed at all. As olicitors, 
statute But in the case of barristers 
footing. There were no statutes affect 
the Bar was obtained through one of 
examination, then a call to the 
The Lons in their discret might 
delay But iin’s-inn, to hich the 
noble lord belonged, took a different view They said that the admis 
sion of women bart part of a wider nations! question, 
and that they did not think it was right for the inns to act in a 
matter of that kind without receiving direction from Parliament 
Nobody thought that the passage of this Bill was going to flood the 
legal profession with women It would enable women, many of whom 
were spec ially qualifed to do so, t obtain a living at the law So 
far as it affecied barristers it might enable a few women to help some 
of their less fortunate sisters in some of the hazardous perils that com- 
passed a woman's part 
Lord SHanpon gave his wholeshearted approval to the proposal 
The Loxp CHANCELLOR said that in view of criticisms which had 
been made, he thought that Lord Buckmaster had taken a wise course 
in comprising both branches of the profession within the scope of the 
Bill. He had made inquiries as to the attitude of the inns, and while 
he could not pretend that the Benchers were avid of this change, still 
he was confident that if it should be the wil!l of Parliament that this 
great and memorable change should take place they would loyally 
co-operate to give effect to the wishes of Parliament. Under the 
altered circumstances of today the Government welcomed the pro 
posal. If the Bill passed, their Lordships’ House would be willing to 
give assistance in the House of Commons that would render it highly 
probable that it would into iaw. When they remembered the 
lessons of the last few years, none would entertain any doubt that this 
decision was both and necessary In the immense contribution 
which had made by women to the war, they would not have 
failed to notice that much of it had been rendered under circumstances 
which, of all others, would have appeared at first sight to be the least 
suitable feminine contribution But none the had it been 
ungrudgingly and efficwntly given, ana very few doubted that it 
would have been impossible to win the war but for the contribution 
of women. If contributions of so much had made by 
women in occupations for which it appeared they possessed no special 
aptitude, there was no reason why they should be denied access to a 
purely intellectual profession. Wher once it conceded that the 
entrance was through the door ot ion, surely we had passed 
far beyond the day when a distinction or barrier based exclusively on 
sex could be maintained or defended Lhe hoped the 
Bill would be sent to the House of Commons 
The Earl of Desart said he did not think tl 
would desire to obstruct the Bill on the ground that thes 
to be at all seriously affected by it He is no way oppc sed the se 
reading of the Bill; but the House ought to 
stand the conditions laid down by the Inas of 
woman uimitted as a member of them 
that the Bill might go to the House of Commons in a form in which 
it would imendment, he suggested that between 
the reading and the committee stag inquiry should be made 
of the Benchers and others o that the House could be acquainted 
with the details that®might be necessary for giving effect to the regula 
tions and discipline of the Bar 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR said the Gor 
selves to adopt the precise form, and still 
Lord Buckmaster’s Bill, and it 
the representatives of the various 
The Bill was read a second time 
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Incest Trials in Camera. 


Central Criminal Court on before 


At the 
Mr. Justice Darling 


Tuesday, says the 7'imes, 
Edward Ambrose Kingsland, 54, boot repaire: 
was indicted, under the Criminal Amendment Act, for, on 
May 1, 1906, carnally knowing F! Enugénie Kingsland, a girl 
under the age of thirteen Another count charged him with commit 
ting a similar offence in 1907. The jury found the prisoner guilty, 
and Mr. Justice Darling sentenced him to ten vears penal servitude, 
to run concurrently with « similar sentence passed upon him last week 
for incest 

Sir Archibald Bodkin and Mr. Percival Clarke p 
prisone, who pleaded ‘ Not guilty, , conducted his own defence 

Mr. Justice Darling,. in passing sentence, said that the prisoner had 
been tried in open court for having had relations with his daughter 
when she was under thirteen years of age. That was an offence which 
rendefed him liable to be sent to penal servitude for life. The proof 
of that offence also proved that he had been guilty of incest with his 
daughter. A trial for incest was obliged by Act of Parliament to be 


Law 


ren 


secuted ; the 





heard in camera. People had differed as to what “ in camera’’ meant. 
Some thought that the trial must take place in absolute secrecy, in the 
presence of no one except those actually engaged in the case—judge, 
counsel, and solicitors. If that were the right construction it followed 
that everything was done in absoluze secrecy. There was no public 
announcement that such and such a man had been tried for incest 
ind acquitted or convicted. A man migh* be sent to penal servitude 
for life and never appear again. It meant that there was a kind of 
oubliette where a man was sent and no one except the few in court 
would know what had become of him. He did not think that that 
was the effect of the statute. But, if it were, this case was an instance 
of the absurdity of such a view of the law, because the prisoner had 
now been convicted on the first and second counts of the indictment, 
which contained twenty-one counts. Last week the prisoner was tried 
before him and another jury on all the counts except these two, and 
the reason for that was that the first two counts had to be tried in 
public while the last nineteen had to be tried in camera. And now, 
although the whole nineteen counts were trie1 in camera, because 
they had to try the prisoner on the first two counts in public the 
whole story had had to come out. There was practically very little 
known of what passed last week except what had come out now. 
The prisoner was tried last week for incest in respect to two other 

He was convicted then and sentenced to 
ten years’ penal servitude. He did not send him to penal servitude 
for life because his conduct was so strange as to make him doubt 
whether he was absolutely sane 
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Aviation Insurance. 


‘Lhe Aviation Insurance Association ’’ has been formed to accept 
at home and abroad all risks in connection with both heavier and 
lig) ter-than-an craft. The association consists of underwriting mem 
bers of Lloyds, the Eagle, Star and British Dominions Insurance 
Co., Ltd., and the Excess Insurance Company, Ltd. The business 
will be controlled by a committee of five, consisting of Messrs. W. C 
Campbell, J. E. Duder, and George Simmons, all of Lloyds; Su 
Edward M. Mountain, chairman of the Eagle, Star and_ British 
Dominions Insurance Company, Lid.; and Mr Cuthbert E. Heath, of 
Lioyds and chairman of the Excess Insurance Company, Ltd. 

The committee have appointed as manager Mr. Horatio Barber, 
A.F.AeS., F.R.G.S., and offices have been opened at No. 1, Royal 
Exchange-avenue, E.C 

The formation of the association is the result of an increasing 
demand for aviation insurance, and underwriters consider that this 
will be best served by a strong association, having the resources neces- 
sary to create an expert and world-wide organisation. _No effort 
will be spared in producing forms of policies and rates of premiums 
to meet trade and other requirements. ‘ 

A preliminary prospectus and proposal forms for the various risks 
undertaken have been issned, and will be forwarded upon request 





Companies. 
Prudential Assurance Company (Limited). 


The annual general meeting of the Prudential Assurance Compan) 
Limited) was held on Thursday, the 8th inst., at the chief office, Ho:born 
Bars, London, Sir Thomas C, Dewey, Bart., the chairman of the company 


présiding. : a. 
The Secretary (Sir George May, K.B.E.) having read the notice con 
vening the meeting and the auditors’ report, 
The Chairman said :—We are now entering upon a reconstructive period 
which must of necessity be attended with many difficulties, but with « 


just and honourable peace in sight, and the promise that the blight of 
war has gone, my trust in my countrymen and women leads me to antici 
pate that such difficulties will be overcome. To-day, however, I have to 
review the operations of a year which has seen the heaviest fightang since 
the beginning of the war. 

Tue Year's Torat lxcome. 


Notwithstanding the exceptional conditions under which we have had 
to work, the company has had a most successful year. The total income 
of the year from all sources was £21,820,163, being an increase of nearly 
two millions over that of 1917. Of this amount £9,736,403 represented 
vemiums received in the industrial branch, £6,827,387 in the ordinary 
ny and £20,244 in the general branch ; £4,795,054 was on account of! 
interest, and £432,075 for the working expenses of the approved societies 


InpusTRIAL Brancu Bostness. 


It is, however, the premium income in the industrial branch to which | 
would draw particular attention. At the end of the year this was 
£10,715,566, showing an increase of £1,104,462 over the figure of twelve 
months ago. This increase was not, of course, geceived in full durmg 
1918, but its actual benefit will be felt this year. In 1916 I told you 
that we had obtained an increase of premium income of £512,824. and 
that this increase has never been approached in the history of the 
company. For 1918. therefore, the increase was more than double our 
previous best on record. Such a result in the fourth year of the war is 4 
very remarkable achievement. A great portion of the increase is due ‘v 
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our industrial War Bond policy, which was introduced in March last. 
‘This policy enabled all classes to subscribe for War Bonds by means of 
small mouthly instalments, and*the fact that millions of bonds wer 
subscribed for by means of these policies shows how much the oppo 
tunity was appreciated, 

The total numoer of policies in force im the industrial branch is 
22,256,570; of these 2,014,311 are free policies on which no further 
premiums are payable. ‘The average duration of all policies in force on 
Slst December last is 14 years, and the averaye age of the assured 35 
years. ' 

Orpinary Branch Bosiness 

It is not only in the industria] branch that we have wonderful results 
for the ordinary branch figures are even more remarkable. Last March 
I told you that our new premium income of £567,472 was mach in excess 
of that for any previous year. This year I am able to record that our 
new premium income in the ordinary branch is £1,293,182, or consider 
ably more than double our previous best. In this branch also the War 
Bond policy has played a large part. We have every reason to be proud 
of our War Bond policies, for we feel that large as is the amount of War 
Bonds that they represent, much larger sums were directly received 
the Government owing to the efforts of our staff in bringing the bonds 
to the attention of the population. The total sum assured under the new 
policies issued in the ordinary branch is £15,846,213, of which £5,626.6 
was in respect of 7,148 policies for sums assured of £500 or over 

CLAIMS 

Turning to the claims, the amount paid in all branches during 1918 
reached the colossal figure of £10,324,578. The cessation of hostilities 
will remove the heaviest burden that the company has ever had to bea: 
I need not remind you that the payment of the vast majority of our wa: 
claims was undertaken voluntarily, and at the outset the directors decided 
to continue the payment so long as it was in their power to do so. | 
with thankfulness we can say that we have continued to the end, althou 
the boldest of us might have hesitated had we known that the war claime 
would reach £5,000,000. at which the total now stands. In this con 
nexion I may point out that the Prudential has paid war claims on more 
than 230,000 policies out of « total number of 674,000 deaths actually con 
firmed by the British Government. This means that we have been called 


upon to pay claims on over one-third of the British soldiers killed 
during the war. 
In addition to the war claims we had in 1918 to 
‘tram of an influenza epidemic. 
Tue Vatvation Report 
I now come to the valuation report, from which you will see that 


hear the idditional 


OSz- 


the surplus in both branches is lower, I hope for the last time. The 
operation of the Courts (kkmergency Powers) Act has agaim attected our 
protis. You will observe trom the accounts that auring the year 
2250,000 has been absorbed from the £550,000 set aside to meet the 
liabilities under the Act; leavimg £100,000 still available for the future 
labiliiues to which we are still exposed. The Act automatically comes 
to an end six months after the end of the war, and in view of this ow 
liabilities should be limited, but the payment of the arrears of premium 
under policies affected by the Act may be delayed should unemploy 
ment hecome more general. In these circumstances we feel that 
£100,000 is the minimum that can be retained to meet contangencies 
m account of the Act. 


Ornprnarny Brancu Bonvs 


In the ordinary bi h the directors, after very careful considera 
tion, decided that a bonus of £1 6s. per cent. should be allotted to 
the policy-holders We feel confident that the neor future wil] see 
our bonuses at least at their pre-war rate 


INVESTMENTS 

Now may I call your attention to some interesting facts with regard 
to our investments’ During last year we pursaed the course of placing 
practically all available funds at the disposal of the Government. 
Chus, out of approximately eleven millions sterling invested in market 
able securities, no jess than 104 millions were lent for the purpose of 
carrying on the war. We were enabled to provide this very large sum 
for the following reasons (1) By the normal excess of income over 
outgoings ; (2) by money obtained from repayments and maturities of 
loans and securities ; (3) by the sale of nearly one and a half millions 
f various bonds and stocks at advantageous prices; and (4) by an 
increase of the amount of our loan from our bankers 
“The net increase in our assets for the year amounted to £5,530,990 
making our total assets, after deducting the loan from our bankers 
£109,126 ,862 

Dealing with the valuc of our investments generally, the past year 
stands out prominently as being the first over a long series in which 
the market values of securities have shown an appreciation. his 
appreciation, though not great, indicates a distinct tendency towards 
improved values, and marks, 1 hope, the turn of the tide which will 
bring prosperity both to our country and our company. At the same 
time, the leeway lost during four and a half years of war cannot be 
made up at once, and it was thought desirable to strengthen again 
the investments reserve fund, which in the combined branches now 
stands at the imposing total of £4,450,000. Whether this reservo 


should be maintained or used to write down securities was most care- 
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fully considered 
the restrictions still existing on the Stock Exchange, and of the con 
tinuance of Government borrowing, there was still-a lack of stability 
in market and that the fund should therefore be left in the 
form of a reserve. It however, the intention of vour board, when 
a suitable opportunity offers, to utilise this fund in writing 
securities to values more compatible with after-war conditions 


values, 
18 


down 


Tue Divipenn 


I said last year that while we were voluntarily bearing the extra 
burdens thrown upon us by the war, the directors would be unwilling 
to ask you to suffer further diminution in respect of the 
which, taking into account the pre-w vddit has 
the fourth ye ir in succession been reduced by 33 1-3 per cent 
at present more difficult to forecast the future, 
outlook i obv brighter than that of a year ago 
think it is permissible to take a of the prospects 
us The firat duty of y be to preserve inv 
the stability of the to that 
nothing would give the much satisfaction as the ability to 
announce a of under profit-sharing 
scheme. I wish us the best possible fortune during 
the present year, and we trust we shall not disappoint you at our next 
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were not sent to 
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at if any policy-holder wants to 

’ instead of allowing it to be added on to his policy it 
is possible for him to take it. It may also be of interest to you to know 
how our funds are invested at the present time as ompared with how they 
were invested five years ago. In home securities at the present time 
there are 73 per cent.. azainst only 58 per cent. five years ago; and as 
te the British Empire, there are now 89 per cent. of the funds imvested 
within the British Empire, whereas five vears a 
per cent. 


the policy-holders because of shortness should like 


in average 


ro there were only 78 
I have much pleasure in seconding the resolutior 

After a statement by Sir William Plender 
motion was carried unanimously 


as to the investments. the 


Mr. Guy Harben was then elected a d 


t tor to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of Sir Philip Gregory. 





It was, however, finally decided that in view of | 


Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Hvucues, Mark Nosite ButTransHaw, and Epcar 
(Hughes, Hooker, & Co.), 26, Budge-row 
26. So far regards the said Mark Noble 
from the said firm 


GEORGE CHARLES 
BUuTTANSHAW, 
Cannon-street, 


solicitors 
E.C. Feb 


who res 


as 


Buttanshaw ret 


Percy WittiAm Letcuron Earte and Georce Hersert BUCHANAN, 

licits , Jones, & Co.), 33, Victoria-street, Merthyr Tydfil 
Jan. 1. The said Percy William Leighton Earle will continue to carry 
on the said business under the style or firm of Lewis, Jones, & Co 


rs WwW is 


and GEORGE solicitors 
, Church-street, Birmingham March 1 
the said business under the 

& Emerson, at Church-street, Bi: 
[Gazette, March, 7. 


EBENEZER HANSON, solicitors 
Assurance Buildings, Albert 
[Gfazette, March 11. 


Aveustus CHATWIN 
Chatwin, & Emerson 
George Emerson will 


Rowley, Chatwin, 


FRANCIS 
Rowle 
Phe said 
present style ot 


mingham 


EMERSON, 


r 
continue 


Ocpen Harpicker and ALFRED 


Hardicker & Hanson), Northern 
Mancheste1 Dec. 21 


JAMES 
(Ogden 
square, 


Information Required. 


« desired as to the estate of CHARLES ROBSON, who 
resided at Newton House, Kensington, in 1870, and who emigrated to 
Australia in or about 1875. Will t tors who had affairs in 
hand kindly communicate with Mrs n, 80, Brudenell-road, 
Headi: Leeds ' 

EDWARD WILLIAM SEWARD (Deceased), late of the city of 
Gloucester and Weston-super-Mare, manufacturer.—Will 
yr other person who has in his custody a will or who prepared 

August, 1909, for the named deceased, 
vith Wade-Ce ry «& Brackenb iry, Solic itors, St 
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Honours and Appointments. 


Che dignity of a Viscounty of the United Kingdom has been « 
pon the Right Hon. Lorp Frnuay, lately Lord Chancellor. 

rhe Hon Jusvich n appointed to be a Lord Justice 
of Appeal 

Mr 
of the 
Atkin 

Mr 


onferred 
Mir ATKIN has be 


ARTHUR GREER, 
the Hi 


FREDERICK 
Justi es ol 


K.C., has been appointed to be one 
Court of Justice in the room of Mr. Justice 


\psHEAD E..iorr has been appointed Judge of County Courts on 
uit 13, Shefhield and Distrix t, in pla e of the late Judge Benson Mr 





who was called to the bar in 1894, and joined the Northern 
has practised at Manchester 

ArTHUR WaARREN Samvuets, K.C., M.P., Attorney-General for 
has been elected a Bencher of the Honourable So iety of Gray "3 


General. 
on the 6th inst., Mr. Bonar Law, Lord 
il, replying to a question by Major Hills about the Solicitors 
of W Bill, said :—I understand that a Bill of the kind 
in the question is to be introduced in another place, and 
omes to this House I shall try to find time for its consideration 


use Lol 


Mons , 


omen) 


ingstoke County Bench, on the 5th inst., Charles Edward Best 

, of North Waltham, was fined £2 in of two cases i 

he had paid his workmen less than the minifnum wage. He w 
dered to pay the arrears and five guineas towards the costs 


eacn 


ee other cases, which were not proceeded with, he agreed to pay t 
The was at the instance of Mr. M. E. Pike, an 
ctor for ird of Agriculture. 


the Ho 


7 s proses ution 
the Be 
f Commons, on Monday, Mr. Baldwin, Financial 
replying to Mr. Macquisten and other members 
of the Exchequer was giving most careful considera 
n to all suggestions which had reached him for the amendment of 
the gulation in regard to capital issue. He was most anxious that 

revised regulation should give the widest possible latitude for all 
not likely to defeat the policy of the control, and in cases in whic 

icences Were necessary to provide machinery for dealing with applic 

tions as expeditiously and with as little inconvenience to the public as 


pe ssipbie, 

In the House of Commons, on the 6th inst., Mr. Bonar Law, replying 
to Major Newman, said that the Defence of the Realm (Amendment 
N 5) Act, 1915, made provision for the continuance of the Centra 
during the continuance of the present war and su 
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Control Board 
period not exceeding twelve months thereafter as may be ‘declared | 
Order in Council to be necessary in view of conditions connected with t 
termination of the present war No decision had yet been come to 
regarding liquor control when the powers of the Board came to an end 
There could be no question of the continuance of the powers of the 
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Board beyond the date specified without a new mandate from Parlia- | development, and other companies. Mr. W. P. Hinton, general 


ment, As to the Department responsible to Parliament for the Board's 
work there was no proposal at present to make any change. The Depart 
ment responsible was the Ministry of Munitions 


At Lewes Police Court, on Monday, Richard Oakley, aged 54, a dock 
labourer, was remanded for a week on.a charge of burglary at the 
lodgings of Mr. Justice Horridge, who is holding the Sussex Assizes at 
Lewes. The articlés forming the subject of the charge intluded bottles 
of port, whisky, and brandy, cigars and cigarettes, the property of the 
Seles, and a gold watch and other articles belonging to the Chief 
(Constable of East Sussex, at whose residence the oe is lodging 
Evidence was given that a constable saw a man leaving the house wi 
1 bundle at 4 o'clock in the morning. When challenged he dropped t 
bundle and ran away. Policemen on bicycles caught him making his 


way over the downs to Brightor He said, ** All right, the game 
up,” and added that he entered the house and had somet ng to ¢ 
and d ink. 

At the Central Crimina! Court, on the 5th inst., says the 7 ime 
efore Mr. Justice Darling, William Robert Jackson, 42, estate agent 
vas sentenced to three months’ imprisonment in the second division for 
giving false evidence on 12th April, 1918, on the hearing of a suit in 


the Divorce Court. Mr. Justice Darling observed that perjury in the 
Divorce, Court was just as bad as perjury anywhere else, though he 
thought very few people were of that opinion. It was notorious that 
the amount of perjury comn itted in the Divorce Court was a scanda 
to our civilisation. Perjury in the Divorce Court was an offence, and 
not, as many people regarded it, a landable action. Mr. Cecil Whitele 

proses uted; Mr. Eustace Fulton defended It was stated that the 
defendant, who cafried on business as an estate agent in Cardiff, filed 
his petition for the dissolution of lis marriag Che perjury consisted 
in his statement that his relations with a young woman ceased in 190% 

whereas they continued up to February 1914 


In the House of Commons, on Monday, Major Astor, Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Local Government Bogrd, answering a question by Mr 
Briant, said it was competent to local authorities under the Publi 
Health Acts to acquire lands for recreation grounds and to set apart 
portions of such lands for the purposes of cricket, football, or other 
games. He drew attention especially to section 164 of the Public Healt! 
Acts, 1875, and section 76 of the Public Health Acts Amendment Act 
1907. Open spaces for purposes of recreatiog might also be provided 
under the Open Spaces Act, 1906 sy reason of Treasury restrictions 
the Board were not in a position at present to sanction loans for tl 


ne 
provision of pleasure grounds, but they regarded the objects in view as 
very desirable and deserving of encouragement As regards the aliena 
tion of such spaces as were necessary for the continuation of the sports 
which had done so much for the physical and moral training of the 
nation, the consideration raised would be borne in mind in « : nection 


with proposals submitted to the Local Government Boat 1 for tl 


. , the prov 
sion of housing accommodation. 

The Times « responds nt. in a message from Ottawa under dat 
9th March, says The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway has gone into the 


hands of a receiver, Mr. J. D. Reid, Minister of Railways, having been 
appointed by the Government under the War Measurea Act. On Thurs 
day, 5th March, Sir Thomas White, as Acting Premier, was notified by 
the President of the Grand Trunk Pacific that the increased rates wer 
insufficient to meet the increased operating expenses, and it was im 
possible for the company, owing to lack of funds, t4& continue operations 
beyond 10th March. The Cabinet had several sittings in order to decide 
what steps should be taken to continue the operation of the system 
The War Measures Act was found to provide adequate authority for 
action, and the Minister of Railways was appointed receiver of t 
railway, which includes branch lines telegraph, steamships, hot 


manager, has agreed to conform to the requirements of the order, and 
to facilitate work 


4 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—lIt is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecta. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
26. King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers. and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, worke of art, bric-d-brac, a 
speciality.—{Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENCY APPRAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
’ ROTA. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
Monday.. Mar. 17 Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Borrer Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday oe Farmer Church Goldschmidt Leach 
Wednesday .. 19 Ji ily Farmer Leach Charch 
Thursday 20 Synge Jolly Chureh Farmer 
Frida wigas a Bloxam s¥nge Farmer Jolly 
Saturday 22 Borrer Bloxam Jolly Synge 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, 
? ASTBURY Vounorr, PETERSON. LAWRENCE 
Monday... Mar. 17 Mr. Ploxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 18 Borrer Bloxsm Synge Jolly 
Wednesday .. 19 Goldschmidt Porrer Bloxam Synge 
lhureday «. 2 Leach Goldschmidt Korrer Bloxam 
Vriday ......2 2! Charch Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Saturday wo 22 Farmer Church Leach Lokischmic t 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN OBANCERY. 


London Gazette Fripay, March 7 


Gotpise Steamsnir Co... Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 7, to send 
¢ re nan nd address and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ww um Hens Johnson, 2, Stuart-st., Cardiff, liquidator 

LLANSANNOR Steamsnie Co.. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 7, to 

h I s amd res and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
\\ Henry J neon, 2, Stuart-«t Cardiff, liquidator 
*ROVI' an Aviation Co Lrp Ix Votenrarny Ligvipation Creditors are re 
wefor April 16, to send their names and addresses, and the 
t f tl lehts or clair to Walter Fred Harris, Bank chmbrs., Parlia 
nt Hul tidator 

SA. Prosrectixne axnp Concessions Syxpicate, Lrp I~ Vourntarny Li@ripation) 
Creditors are required n or before April 19, to send their names and addresses, 
and th ertionlers of their debts or claims, to Albert Bagley, 12, Coleman-et., 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


Limitep In CHANCERY 


London Gazette Teespay, March 11 
Haswe Gas Lrent anf Coxe Ce, Lrp I~ Votewtany Lierrpatiox) —Credit 
re r red ' r before April 16, to send in their names and addresses, and 
part re f th lebte t laims, to T. R. G. Rowlagd, West Hartlepool 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lto. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS 


which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
Licensed Property, settled ty Coupsel,’will be sent ‘on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 
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Mrane & Co., Lap. (Iw Votowtany Lagvtpation).—Oreditors are required, on or 
wae apes os. to oe om .~ fed addresses. and particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr ward Evans Swingler Chester. Erdington 
“Nirmingham, liquidator. ~~ = } 

Prortaties Devetorurxt (LIverroot), ‘Le —Creditor on or before 


are required, 


March 31, to send their names and addressees. with particulars of their debts or 
elaims, to W. A. Collier Booth, 11, Lord-st Liverpool, liquidator 
reevon Stramsair Co.. Lev. (Ix Voteswtany Lieripatiox).—Creditore are r quired 
n or before April 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
f their debts or claims, to Ben. Cookson, 6, Castle-st., Liverpool. liquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntariiy. 


London Gazetti Fripay, March 
Suthend end Westcliff Graphi Ltd Ben Cromwell, Ltd 
3.A. Prospecting and Concessions Syndi. Ward End Cinema ( Lt 
ste. Ltd Robertson Electric Lamy t 
\utohire and Maintenan Ltd Lears Estate, Ltd 
leseie Hulks, Ltd H. T. Box & Sons, Ltr 
London Gazette Tvespar, March 1! 
don County Commercial Reinsuran Seven Kings Syndicate Lt 
Office, Ltd Forest Gate Estates, Ltd 

Haswell Gas Light and Coke ¢ Ltd South Wales Propertic Ltd 

Mechanics. Ltd \Inwick and District Liberal N spaper 

anl Morton & Sons, Ltd, ( Ltd 
Trevor’ Steamship C L te Poppleton Twilight Sl Maternit 

Propertics Development Liverpool Home, Ltd 
Ltd Ealing and District Mutual Plate Gla 

Machen Stone Lime and Collier ( Insurance Society. Ltd 
Ltd : Ladgwell Steam Laundry Co., Ltd 

J. Clewley & ( Ltd Thomas Bottomley & Sons, Ltd 
Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.—Fripar, March 7 

hurting Britoens, Lep.—Creditors are required, on or befor March 31. to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deht« or olnims. to Wy 
It. Dennett Holroyd. 6, Great Winchester-st ntroller 

London Gazette Teespay, March 11 

I. Bexsamiy.—Creditors are required. on or before April 11 nd their names 
ml addresees, and particulars of their debts and claim to Sidney Pears, con 
troller. 14, George-at Mansion House 

Mix Mereer, Lro.—Creditors are required, on or before April 2. to send in their 
names and addresses, and partiqulers of their debt andl «claims, ¢ Henry 
Lancelot Hingston Hill, controller. 2, Broad-st-p! 

Novitas, Lop.—Creditore are required, on or before April 19, to send their names 
im! oddresses, and the particulars of their debta or claim to Ernest Jame 18 
Gresham-st., controller 

Travevast, Usrrep Trest avy Frsxancek Co.—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 31, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their dehte 

lnime, to Mr. B. Dennett Holroyd, 6, Great Winchester-st., controller 
. . 
, 
Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day or Ctaim 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, March 7 

Memory, Atrrep, Colebrook-row, Duncan-ter., Islington, Overmantel Manufacturer 

April 17. Knight v. Swain, Sargant, J. Charles William Langford, 84, Queen 


Victoria-et. 


swowsatt, Joserm Francis, Seaton Burn, Northumberland, Land Agent. April 16 
rer, J *. J. 8. Scott, Royal Exchange-bldgs., Hood-st.., 


Dove ¥. Snowball, Youn 
Newcastle-on-Tyn 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


or CLAIM 
March 





Last Dar 


London Gazette.—FRripay 


\cnrson-Gray, Writtam, M.B.E., Surbiton, Surrey April 17. J. Nevill Acheson 
Gray, 165, High-rd., Kilburn 

Arrterow, Cmantes Frepericx, Earisfield-rd, Wandsworth, Solicitor. April 19 
Paul Caudwell, 104, St. John’s-hill 

Barnato, Capt. Jack, Grosvenor-sq. Feb. 17. Wm Fred. Foster, 4, Raymond 
bldgs. 

Batu. Tomas, Collingham, Yorks, Produce Agent. March 28. Hepworth & Chad- 
wick, Leeds 

oapex, Epwarp James, Manchuria-rd., Clapham. April 13. H. P. Russell, Bexley 
Heath 

Cameustt, The Hon. Eric Octavics, St. James’-sq. April 1. Hunter & Haynes, 9, 
New-sq. 

Corrox, Rat?a Cuanres Farrsarey, Campden-gve., Barrister-at-Law. May 1. Mox 
well, Brownjohn & Co., 27, Essex-st 

Covixetox, Epwtx, South-side, Clapham. April 25. Stanley Evans & Co., 2 
Theobald's-rd. 

Cricutox, The Hon. Cuartes Frepentcx, Mullaboden, Kildare, Ireland. May 1. 
Fooks, Arnold, Chadwick & Co., 60, Carey-st. 

Crort, Sanam Jvuta, Dulverton, Somerset. April 10. Coburn & Co., II, St 
Helen's-pl P - 

Davis. Atres Littiax, Cleeve, near Bristol. April 22. E. Brassey, Chester 

Dett-Cuarke, Groner Covetexay, M.C., Kobe, Japan. April 5. G. H. Barber & 
Son. 13, St. Swithin's-lane 

Drxox, Wittram, Swanage, Baker. April 5. J R. Slade, Swanage 

Dopesox, Frances Emtty, Cadogan-gdns. April 4. Dawes & Sons, 2, Birchin-in 

Epwanps, Eurza, Alfreton, Derby. March 31. Frank Searby, Alfreton. 

Exe, Rosrar Staxsrieip, Chapter-rd., Cricklewood. April 14. Pearce & Nicholls 
12, New-ct. k 

Runrorr. Eurza Aww, Highburton, Kirkburton, Yorks. April 7. Learoyd & Co., 
Huddersfield. - 

Emmerson, Marr, Gosforth. April 7. Edward Clark, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Fatcower, David, Mark-ln., Merebant, April § Whites & Co., 28, Budge-row, 











Patprn, Jomx, Bretby, Derby, Farmer. March 31. Read Samble, Burton-on-Trent, 


es. bs ~~ *tane Peckham-rd. April 15. Charles Russell & Co., 37, Norfolk 


PRANKS Gronot Drstarv, D.8.0., Halkin-pl.. Belgrave-sq April). @. B. Laurence 
& Co., 19. Lincoln's ian-fields. 
Git Avice, King Henry's-rd. April 10. Coburn & Co, I, St. Helen's pl. 
Geatam, Heoexs Cwrsstiaxs, Little Oakley Reetory, Northampton. April 
Lamb & Stringer, Kettering : 
Hawkins, Witt. Groner, Devizes, Innkeeper. April 1. P. Delme Radcliffe 
Devizes. , 
HIckMay, Capt. Heyer Pencr Varextixe. April 14. Bell, Brodrick & Gray. 6 
Queen Victoria-st ; 1 
Hincutivre, Georor, Meithan Hudderstield A ‘ 
b ‘ i, < kk pril B. Ramsden, Sykes & 
Ramsden, Hudderstield  s 
Hotpwatt, Jomy, Pensnett, Staff Saddler. April W. George Green, Cradley 
Heath. ; : 
Howarp, Jon~, Warrington, Metal Merchant April 15. Arthur Browne « Co. 


Werrington. 


Heit, Arracr Tromis, Queen's-gdns., Hyde Park April 10. Smythe & Brettell 
39, Basinghall-st 3 
Hememerys, Witttsam Grorets Watts, Lanark-villas, Maida Vale. April 10. Bure! 
Whitehead & Davidsons, 6, Bolton-st ; ) Coy ; 
j Hutton Witttam Henry, Rotherham. April 16. W. J. Broadford, Rotherham | 
Kir« Bm Crorspare, Leeds, Chartered Accountant April 11. Chas. F. Haigh, 
seeds 
KNow tes, Joux, Oldham April 6. W. Archibald Watson, Oldham 
Lancuin, Frances Ettex, St. Charles-sq.. North Kensington April 5. Kirche, 
Millett & Ayscough, 3, The Sanctuary. 
Litrts, Jony Wrismart, Karachi, India. June 1. Gedge, Fiske & Gedge, 10, Nor- 
folk-st 
Mossr, Etten Etizs, Warlingham, Surrey. March 31. Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge. 
Mossr. Lieut.Colone) Wrtttam Ottver Mattess, Warlingham, Surrey. March 31, 


Bird & Lovibond, Uxbridge. 


Pearson, CHarntes Fettows, Hampstead. April %. Janson, Cobb, Pearson & Co., 
22, College-hill 

Prrer, Thomas Samvet, Aberystwyth. April 12. A. J. & T. C, Hughes, Aberyst- 
wrth. 

Ricumonp, Freperick Proter, Nunhead March 31 Young, Jones & Co., 2, 
Suffolk-In 

Riesy, Francis Boernaam, Prestwich. April 8. Bernard Kuit, Manchester. 

Rontxson, Groner, Leeds. April 7. T. W. Weldon, Leeds. 

Ror, Pattie Morris, Manchester. April 5. Deputy Publie Trustee, Manchester 

Sureway, Roserr Brecce, Hampton Wick. April 10. Underwood, Piper & Hey 
Jones, 13, Holles-st., Cavendish-sa 

Somers, Etter Axx, Bath. en 8 Evree & Whitty, Bath 

STANSFELD, Witttam Groner, ahroonga. near Sydney, New South Wales April 7 
Gordon, Hunter & Duncan, Bradford. 

Tavten, Harnotp Frank, Devonport. April 5. Alfred Powell. 37 Essex-st. 

Tartor, Epmuxp. Manchester. April 20. Ogden, Lyles & Co.. Manchester 

Texxant, JouN Rowert, Onslow-sq. March 31. Rubinstein, Nash & Co., 6, Ray- 
mond-bldgs 

Joun Josrren, Charlesworth. Derby, Furniture Dealer April 10. Shippey, 


THORPE 


Earley & Doherty. Manchester. 


Warnvrst, Lewrs, Stalybridge. Mav 1. John Clayton & Son, Ashton-under-T.vne, 

Werricw, Marcarerms, Hove. April 7. Fitzhugh, Woolley, Baines « Woolley, 
Brighton. 

Wittramsosx, Apotenes Hrptestox, Whitburn Hall. Durham, C.M.G., M.V.Q@ 
April 5. Kidson. McKenzie & Kidson, Sunderland 

Wrso~, Cwarntes Evoan Axprew, Petworth, Suseex. April 5. Kendall, Price ® 


Francis, 61, Carey-st. 
Wevter, Morrrz, Mark-In. April 1. Tatham & Lousada, 16, Old Brond-st 
London Gazette.—Tvtspar, March 11 


April 12. Oliver Richards 





ALDRIDer, Miss Frances Apetarpe, St. Leonards-on-Sea. 


& Parker, Ic, King-st, St. James's. . 
ANprRsox, James, Bedlington, Northumberland. May 8. William Webb & Son, 
Morpeth. 
Arxotp, Joan James, Hale, Chester, Stock and Share Broker. April 23. Farrar & 


Co., Manchester ; 
Bacon, D'Arcy Jonnstox, St. Lawrence, Thanet, Kent. April 10. 

pernowne & Prescott, Norfolk House. Victoria-embankment. 
Bayer, Etrzaserm, Royston, Herts. April 11. Wortham & Co., Royston. Herts 
Bexserr, Wren Sermove, Worthing. April 19. R. W. H. Green, Worthing 
Boxant. Groror Eeves, Phoenix-st., London. April 17. Reynolds & Son, High 

Wreombe. 
Brooker. His Highness Sir Caartes Antnoxy Jouxson, G.C.M.G.. Rajah of Sarawak, 
Cirencester. April 14. Torr & Co., 3, Millbank House, Westminster. 
Joux Wrutram, Brighouse. April 15. Chambers & Chambers. Brighous 
Lavinta, Mansfield, Notts. April 19. J. E. Alcock. Mansfield 

Wrttram Mavrice Kocn, Belgrave-sq. April 8. Dawes & Sons 


Wigan, Cham 





Cay 


CUMBERLAND > 


pe GoOoRFYND 
Birchin-In. é 
Drxox, Jouyx, Leeds. Aprif 15. Granger & Neild, Leeds. 
April 12. Thos. Ottaway, St. Albans. 


Epwarprs, Rev. Gronat, Liverpool. 
Avenue-mns., Finchley-rd. April 12. Hyman Isaacs, Lewis & 


Eeumaxn, Beerna. 
Mills. 2 Guildhall-chmbrs. : 
Fevoate. Evrzapera, Lenbam, Kent. April 7. Alfred Neale, Queen Victoria-st. 
FirmixG. Attce Many Marcn, who died at Kingstown, co. Dublin. March 20. D. 
& T. Fitecerald, 20. St. Andrew-st.. Dublin. 
Fraser. ALEXanper Castar, Oxford. April 8. Dawes & Sons. 2, Birchin-In. 
#6, Lincoln's inn- 


Charch, Rackham & Co., 


Goppinp, Joux, Brighton. March 31. 

musnaee Giese Frexcts, Stone-bldgs , Barrister-at-Law. April 20. Thompson 
HFap, y Ry I ee bp ten, Artiet. April 21. Ward, Bowie & Co. 
A Couecry. Margate. April 19." Capron & Co.. Savile-pl 

Homes. Eowesp Syxrs, Manchester, Chartered Accountant April 10. Henry P 


Jones. Manchester. 
lttixoworTs, Manoaret Hoipex, Bradford. 


Bredford. 
Lieut.-Col. R. E. Dawsox, Ferndown, Dorset. 


od. Hants. 
ar Richd. Hankinson & Son. Manchester. 


April 11. Gordon, Hunter & Duncan, 


April 26. Francis A. Johns, 


Kent 


Ler. Jonx Rosert, Altrincham April 18. 
Liuacry. Lrovarp Taomas, Leicester, Yarn Merchant. April 13. G. Stevenson & 
Son. Leicester ; - ; 
Massy, Eyre Jonms James, Holland-rd., Kensington. April 5. Le Brasseur a 

Oakley, 40, Carey-st. April 7. Stileman & Under: 


Marwarp, Henry Waeter, Grosvenor-hill, Wimbledon 
ood, 7, Bedford-row 








